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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to Division 6, Title 14, Chapter 3, Aeié, Sections 15070 and 15071 of the California ikistrative
Code, Nevada County does cause to be filed witlstate of California, this Mitigated Negative Dealigon.

1. Title and Short Description of Project: McCourtney Road Transfer Station Renovation Ptojec

The proposed project includes the expansion oiteeentrance road and installation of new scal#itias,
construction of an approximately 48,000 square fiaotsfer station building, installation of appnmeitely
170,000 square feet of new or repaved asphaltcasgfancreases in the permitted hours of operatimhdaily
waste acceptance limits, increase in the permitdddcle limit, and other operational changes nergs®
accommodate local waste processing demands. Theg®d project would employ a phased construction
approach to allow current operations to continueughout the construction process.

2. Location of Project: The proposed project is located at 14741 Wolf MaimRoad in unincorporated
Nevada County, California.

3. Project Proponent:County of Nevada, 950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, 95259
4. Said project will not have a significant effecon the environment for the following reasons:

Based on the analysis included in the attachel8tudy, the McCourtney Road Transfer Station
Renovation Project has the potential to cause adwamvironmental impacts. However, with implemeéatat
of the mitigation measures identified below, th@atts associated with the proposed project wourldhine
less than significant.

The construction contractor shall submit to thetNem Sierra Air Quality Management District (NSAQW
for approval an Off-Road Construction Equipment &5itin Reduction Plan prior to ground breaking
demonstrating the following:

All off-road equipment (portable and mobile) meetss cleaner than Tier 2 engine emission
specifications unless prior written approval foy @xceptions is obtained from the NSAQMD. Note that
all off-road equipment must meet all applicabléestnd federal requirements.

Emissions from on-site construction equipment stathply with NSAQMD Regulation Il, Rule 202,
Visible Emissions.

The primary contractor shall be responsible to emthat all construction equipment is properly tline
and maintained.

Idling times shall be minimized either by shutteguipment off when not in use or reducing the
maximum idling time to 5 minutes when not in use @quired by California airborne toxics control
measure Title 13, Section 2485 of the Californial€of Regulations). Clear signage shall be provided




for construction workers at all access points.

All construction equipment shall be maintained pramperly tuned in accordance with manufacturers’
specifications. All equipment shall be checked lpgdified mechanic and determined to be running in
proper condition prior to operation.

Existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or cfaahgenerators shall be utilized rather than teragy
power generators (i.e. diesel generators), whersbie.

Deliveries of construction materials shall be sched to direct traffic flow to avoid the peak hoars
local roadways of 7:00-9:00 AM and 4:00-6:00 PM.

The primary contractor shall use architectural ioggtfor the proposed structure that have a velatil
organic compound (VOC) content no greater thanrafng per liter of VOC.

To reduce impacts of short-term construction, tber@y shall obtain NSAQMD approval of a Dust Cohtro
Plan (DCP) which shall include, but not be limitedthe standards provided below to the satisfaatiche
NSAQMD. Prior to issuance of grading permits, thmufty shall include the requirements of the DCP as
notes on all construction plans. The County Bugdiepartment shall verify that the requirementthef
DCP are being implemented during grading inspestion

Alternatives to open burning of vegetation matevsialthe project site shall be used unless deenfiedsible
to the Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO). Amorsgitable alternatives is chipping, mulching, or
conversion to biomass fuel.

The County shall implement all dust control measumea timely manner during all phases of project
development and construction.

All material excavated, stockpiled or graded shalkufficiently watered, treated or converted ®vpnt
fugitive dust from leaving the property boundaiesl causing a public nuisance or a violation of an
ambient air standard. Watering should occur at ks@se daily, with complete site coverage.

All areas (including unpaved roads) with vehickdfic shall be watered or have dust palliative aguphs
necessary for regular stabilization of dust emissio

All land clearing, grading, earth moving, or excéma activities on a project shall be suspended as
necessary to prevent excessive windblown dust wiledss are expected to exceed 20 mph.

All on-site vehicle traffic shall be limited to @aeed of 15 mph on unpaved roads.

All inactive disturbed portions of the developmeité shall be covered, seeded or watered untiitalde
cover is established. Alternatively, the construtttontractor shall be responsible for applying-taxic
soil stabilizers to all inactive construction areas




All material transported off-site shall be eithaffiently watered or securely covered to preveumblic
nuisance.

Paved streets adjacent to the project shall betswvepashed at the end of each day, or as reqtored
removed excessive accumulation of silt and/or mhttlwvmay have resulted from activities at the pbje
site.

If serpentine or ultramafic rock is discovered dgrgrading or construction, the NSAQMD must be
notified no later than the next business day aadZlifornia Code of Regulations, Title 17, Sect®®@15
applies.

To avoid significant generation of VOCs, all arelstural coatings shall utilize low-VOC paint (nagter
than 50g/L VOC). Prior to building permit issuante County shall submit their list of low-VOC civas to
the NSAQMD for review and approval. Finally, alliliing plans shall include a note documenting which
low-VOC architectural coatings will be used in cioastion.

The County shall obtain an Authority to ConstruetrRit from NSAQMD for any source of air contamirgant
that exist after construction that is not exempbfDistrict permit requirements. All requirementdtos
permit shall be incorporated into standard opegapiocedure manuals or materials for the project.

The County shall develop and implement an Odor bhptinimization Plan (OIMP) prior to repurposingeth
PRA as an organics building. The OIMP shall idgmtiife specific operational procedures that will be
implemented to ensure that offsite sensitive rewspre not regularly exposed to offensive odosscated
with site operations. These operational procedsinedl include, but not be limited to, the following

Prioritize the processing and offsite transportatdfood waste and organics to minimize the paaént
for odor generation at the site.

Treat odiferous food waste and organics with consially available odor neutralizing compounds that
will be applied using a commercial misting system.

Ensure all food waste is removed from the transti@ion by the end of each day.

The following mitigation measure shall be implengshprior to the initiation of project construction
activities:

A qualified biologist shall be retained to condow@ndatory contractor/worker awareness training for
construction personnel. The awareness training avbelprovided to all construction personnel, or




personnel entering the project sites, to brief tlenthe locations of sensitive biological resouytesv to
identify species most likely to be present, reqliggoidance and minimization measures for bioldgica
resources, and to brief them on the penaltiesdocamplying with biological mitigation requirementf
new personnel are added to the project, the cdotraould be required to receive the mandatoryning
before starting work.

The following measures shall be conducted priary work conducted in and within 100 feet of mapped
chaparral areas. Work areas more than 100 feet Braiaythe chaparral communities do not apply.

Prior to construction, a qualified botanist sha&lrbtained to perform focused surveys for the péaets
determined to have the potential to occur at tlogept site (in or within 100 feet of chaparral).€EBe
surveys shall serve to document the presence/abséicese species in and adjacent to (within £@0, f
where appropriate) proposed impact areas, inclugimgporary construction areas. These surveys sgall
conducted at the proper time of year when targetiep are both evident and identifiable. Survewd sh

be scheduled to coincide with known blooming pesjathd/or during appropriate developmental periods
that are necessary to identify the plant specie®otern. Surveys should be done within two years o
construction. This will result in survey findingsat are close enough to construction start to be
considered valid while leaving enough time priocémstruction to obtain necessary permits and/or
develop a mitigation plan, if necessary.

Any rare plant species that are identified in gaeent to the project sites, but not proposed to be
disturbed, shall be protected by flagging, signagange construction fence, and/or silt fence as
appropriate based on site conditions to limit tfieats of project-related activities and materialc&piles
on any special-status plant species.

If state-listed plant species (Stebbins’ morningrglor Pine Hill flannelbush) are identified in theoject
site and avoidance is not possible, then the CDRall be consulted to determine a mitigation stnateg
and/or if an Incidental Take Permit is necessary

If other rare plant species (such as chaparraleyeatg identified in the project site and projedated
activities would result in the loss of greater tHi&96 of a population or occupied habitat for thmeces,
a mitigation plan shall be developed that descrébpeogram to transplant, salvage, cultivate, &ad r
establish the species at suitable sites. The plalhiaclude means and methods to propagate affeare
plants via vegetative or reproductive means (bayvesting of seed or seed bank through topsail
collection, salvaging and transplanting or collegtof cuttings), as appropriate for the specied, an
transplant at suitable receiving sites as clogbd@xisting population as possible. Propagatiah an
transplantation shall occur prior to constructidhe receiving location would be evaluated and chose
based on similarity to conditions at the transpfantrce location, to the extent feasible. Site @@t to
consider when choosing a receiving site includeespubstrate, hydrology, associated species, and
canopy cover. The transplanted plants shall be toied for at least one year following construction.

1 Per Section 2081 subdivision (b) of the CalifarRish and Game Code




The following mitigation measure shall be implengshprior to the initiation of project construction
activities:

When possible, conduct all vegetation and/or stinectlearing outside of the nesting season. lfritiga
and/or construction activities would occur durihg hesting season (March 1 to August 31), then
preconstruction surveys to identify active migrgtbird and/or raptor nests shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 7 days prior to consttion initiation. Focused surveys must be perforroga
gualified biologist for the purposes of determinthg presence or absence of active nest sitegin an
within 100 feet of active construction areas.

If active nest sites are identified within 100 feéthe project site, a no-disturbance buffer shall
established prior to commencement of any projdatad activities to avoid disturbances to nesting
activities. A no-disturbance buffer constituteae in which project-related activities such asetation
removal, earth moving, and construction cannot nctoe size of no-disturbance buffers would be
determined by a qualified biologist based on therms, activities in the vicinity of the nest, and
topographic and other visual barriers.

The following mitigation measures shall be impleteenduring project construction activities:

If potential Native American prehistoric, historarchaeological or cultural resources includingadeial
soil, artifacts, chipped stone, exotic rock (notiveg, or unusual amounts of baked clay, shellardare
uncovered during any on-site construction actigjtel work must immediately stop in the area. Work
shall cease within 100 feet of the find regardtEsshether the construction is being actively mored

by a cultural resources specialist, professionalagologist, or representative from a culturalfgiated
Native American Tribe. Following discovery, a preg@nal archaeologist, in consultation with any
culturally-affiliated Native American Tribes, withake recommendations to Nevada County for further
evaluation and treatment, as appropriate.

In the event that Native American prehistoric, dnit, archaeological or cultural deposits or isedat
found to be ineligible for inclusion in the Califoa Historic Register of Historical Resources are
identified within the project area, culturally appriate treatment and disposition shall be detezdhin
following coordination with any culturally-affiliad Native American Tribes as appropriate. Cultyrall
appropriate treatment may be, but is not limitegptocessing materials in a lab for reburial, miaing
handling of cultural objects, leaving objects iaqd within the landscape, or returning objects to a
location within the project area where they wilt be subject to future impacts.

The following mitigation measure shall be implengshtiuring project construction activities:

If articulated or disarticulated human remainsdiseovered during construction activities, all wetiall




cease with 100 feet of the find and the Nevada §oGoroner shall be contacted immediately. Upon
determination by the Nevada County Coroner thafititeis Native American in origin, the Native
American Heritage Commission will be contacted aitlassign the Most Likely Descendent who will
work with Nevada County to define appropriate meait and disposition of the burials. Following a
review of the find and consultation with the NatAmnerican Tribe and appropriate experts, if neagssa

Nevada County may authorize work to proceed by be accompanied by the additional requirements

or special conditions that provide for protectidrire site and/or additional measures necessary to
address the unique or sensitive nature of the\altek in the area of the cultural resource discpveay
only proceed after authorization is granted by Nev@ounty following coordination with tribal
representatives and cultural resource expertgdéssary and as appropriate.

The proposed project’s geotechnical investigatiEmiified the use of spread footings, mat foundatpartial
fill overexcavation and recompaction, and deep dyoaompaction (DDC) as the measures necessary to
minimize the potential for elastic settlement fallng project construction. For the
overexcavation/recompaction and DDC, the repoftided the following detailed mitigation measures:

Where proposed, relatively loose fill, within andhanimum of 4 feet below existing ground surfacd an
5 feet beyond the proposed structure footprintal| &ie overexcavated and stockpiled onsite. Théhdep
of the overexcavation should extend through alsésoil a minimum of 4 feet below finished gradeécor
competent native soil or rock, if shallower. Aredzere new fill will exceed 3 feet in depth the
overexcavation can be reduced to 2 feet, inclughogosed roadways.

The extent and limits of overexcavation shall bsasbed and determined by the geotechnical engineer.

The fill shall be replaced and compacted usingélecemmendations presented in the geotechnicaltrepor

In areas were overexcavation and recompactiontipnoposed, DDC is recommended. DDC is a
technique that involves using a crane to drop ayheight on the ground surface to densify loosk so
Densification occurs by performing repeated, cdi@dodrops of the weight (typically 5-40 tons) at
determined locations in a grid pattern.

The drop weight is anticipated to be composed d@proximately 5-foot by 5-foot by 5-foot concrete
block (approximately 18 tons), which would be dreggrom a height of 20 to 30 feet. The depth of
compaction is based on the soil type, density aoidtore content. Based on published empirical
calculations, the depth of densification is estedab be on the order of 10 to 15 feet below theadyic
weight. The drop pattern should consist of a mimmygrid spacing of 10 feet. At least two passeh wit
the heavy weight should be performed, followed linal low-energy contiguous tamping pass to
compact the shallow near-surface soils disturbethgthe heavy weight passes. Some areas at the
project site may require grading or benching tovjg® an evenly distributed load on the ground si&rfa

Once DDC is completed, the site shall be prepanédcampacted in accordance with the
recommendations included in the geotechnical report




Prior to initiating construction of the proposejpct, the Contractor shall submit a written safetygram to
Nevada County. This plan shall include (at a mirmmxu

A fire or medical emergency response access plan.
A police emergency response access plan.
An access control plan to its staging and equiprsmage areas.

The name and contact information for the Safety&or/Manager responsible for managing the safety,
health and environmental risk factors for the Cactwr.

Typical tailgate safety meeting agenda and freqguenc

Compliance or exceedance of applicable OSHA remqérgs including requiring all employees working
in dangerous or noisy environments to wear pergamdkctive equipment including noise protection
gear.

New hire safety orientation training.

Maintenance procedures to be implemented includugg mitigation (i.e., indoor misters and water
trucks) and the use of sweepers after project naetgin is complete.

Any applicable job specific requirements or pesmit

If requested, Contractor shall provide safety rajirecords for employees working on the project.

Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan (HMCP): Thatramtor shall prepare and submit to the County a
contingency plan for handling hazardous matenatgther found or introduced on site during congtonc
The plan shall include construction measures asifsgin local, state, and federal regulationstazardous
materials and removal of on-site debris. The plastimclude the following measures at a minimum:

If contaminated soils or other hazardous mateassencountered during any soil moving operation
during construction (e.g. trenching, excavatioading), construction shall be halted and the HMCP
implemented.

Instruct workers on recognition and reporting otenials that may be hazardous.

Minimize delays by continuing performance of therkvim areas not affected by hazardous materials
operations.

Identify and contact subcontractors and licensedgmnel qualified to undertake storage, removal,
transportation, disposal, and other remedial weduired by, and in accordance with, laws and
regulations.




File requests for adjustments to contract time @mdract price due to the finding of hazardous neite
in the work site in accordance with conditionsha# tontract.

To avoid adversely affecting the water qualityaddl waterways, the following mitigation measuraalisbe
implemented prior to and during construction:

A storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP)lldha prepared for the proposed project with
associated best managements practices (BMPs) stamisivith Nevada County standards. The SWPPP
shall be designed to protect water quality purstmtiie requirements of the National Pollutant Basge
Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater permit fonstuction activity (Order 99-08-DWQ, as
amended). The SWPPP would identify and specify:

the use of erosion and sediment-control BMPs, tlinlyiconstruction techniques that will reduce the
potential for erosion, as well as other measurdéetonplemented during construction;

the means of waste disposal;

the implementation of approved local plans, nomrsteater-management controls, permanent post-
construction BMPs, and inspection and maintenaesgansibilities;

the pollutants that are likely to be used duringstanuction that could be present in stormwater
drainage and non-stormwater discharges, and otpes of materials used for equipment operation;

spill prevention and contingency measures, inclydmeasures to prevent or clean up spills of
hazardous waste and of hazardous materials usegjfiggment operation, and emergency procedures
for responding to spills;

personnel training requirements and proceduresatitigte used to ensure that workers are aware of
permit requirements and proper installation metifod8MPs specified in the SWPPP; and

The appropriate personnel responsible for supemnvidaties related to implementation of the
SWPPP.

Where applicable, BMPs identified in the SWPPPIdt&in place throughout all site work and
construction. BMPs may include such measures a®logving:

Implementing temporary erosion-control measuredisturbed areas to minimize discharge of
sediment into nearby drainage conveyances. Theasures may include silt fences, staked straw
bales or wattles, sediment/silt basins and tragafadpric, and sandbag dikes.

All construction contractors shall retain a copytted approved SWPPP on the construction site. The
SWPPP shall be submitted to the Central Valley &wiWater Quality Control Board (RWQCB)
pursuant to NPDES requirements, and completedrapmented before the start of construction
activities.




To avoid adversely affecting local residents dubitasting activities, the following mitigation meaes shall
be implemented during any blasting activities:

If blasting activities are necessary for site prapan, the contractor shall conduct the blasticiivéies

in compliance with state and local regulations. Taetractor shall obtain a blasting permit from Rea
County prior to commencing any on-site blastingvéiéts. The permit application shall include a
description of the work to be accomplished andatestent of the necessity for blasting, as oppased t
other methods, and safety measures to be implethent# as blast blankets. The contractor shall
coordinate any blasting activities with Police dfice Departments to insure proper site accessraffitt
control, and public notification including neartsidents and businesses, as determined apprdpyiate
police and fire departments. Blasting specificagiand plans shall include a schedule that outtimes
time frame in which blasting will occur in orderltmit noise and traffic inconvenience. In additi@am
on-site blasting expert shall be retained by ttee@intractor to ensure that the blasting actiwjtie
necessary, result in the minimum offsite noise @hdation levels (i.e., less than 0.2 inches pepsd
PPV).

5. As aresult thereof, the preparation of an Envionmental Impact Report pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 of the Public Resources Code of the State of California) is not
required.

%






TABLE OF CONTENTS

Section Page

1 INTRODUCTION .tttttttteessiasttitteteeeeaeeaaaaassssteseenaaaasssseeeeeeeaaeaasanssssssseeeeeaeeaasaassmnnneeessanssssssnsnnnaeeeessannnes 1-1
11 OVBIVIBW ...ttt ettt e ettt et e e e e e e o bbbttt ettt e e e e e e e a b e e e e e s e ab bbbt e e e e e e e e e e e enanbbnneees 1-1
1.2 T T I o 1= T2 1-1
1.3 e (0= o1 o o 1T o 1-1
1.4 PUrpose of thiS DOCUMENT .........ceiiiiiiicmmmmn ettt e e e mmr e e e eeeeeeens 1-4

2 PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION. ....tttttttttttttttustsuntnaas s s s saassssssssesssssnssssns s s sas s e e s e s saan 2-1
2.1 Project BaCKgrOUNG ...........ueueei e 2-1
2.2 EXIStING OPEIALIONS ...t memmee et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aannnnneees 2-2
2.3 PrOPOSEU PrOJECT. ....ciiiieiiiiiiiie et ettt e e e et e e e e e e e e e e aaeeeas 2-3
2.4 (T T=Tod a0 = U] o PSSR 2-13
2.5 (@ 0= = 1[0 1RSSR 2-15

3 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 1iiiiiiiiiitiitteeetteeeeeeaassssstaeeeeesanaaassseeeeaeeesasssssssssseseaaeeeesssnnssssnneensannes 3-1
3.1 ST 1 =1 3-4
3.2 Agricultural and FOreSt RESOUICES .........ccooeiiiiiiiiiieiiiiiiieiiiiiiieeerreeareaaeesesnnasesessesssessresnrnne 3-6
3.3 AT QUAIITY .. e —————— 3-8
3.4 BiolOgICAl RESOUICES .....coiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e eeas 3-17
3.5 CURUIAI RESOUICES ...ttt s s s s e s e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeaeesn e e e ns 3-28
3.6 T 0 YRR 3-32
3.7 GEO0IOGY AN SOIIS ...oovveiiiiiiiiiiiii e —————————————————— 3-33
3.8 GreenhouSE Gas EMISSIONS .......uuuuuiiii e aeeeeeaeiaaeeeeeeaeeeaeeeeneeeeneenen e mmmmeeeeeeeessesssnnnnnnes 3-39
3.9 Hazards and Hazardous MaterialS ........... oottt 3-41
3.10 Hydrology and Water QUAIILY ...............vvicememiurrreriiiriiiiiii s s s s e sarsennnneenneennnnnnn 3-47
3.11 Land Use and Planning.........ccooo oo 3-51
312 MINEIAI RESOUICES ... ..uiiiiiiiiieiee e e s immmeees et e e e e e e s s sttt et e e e e e e s e s sab e e e e es s ss bbbt e e e eeeeeeessaannnes 3-52
G 700 1 T o T S 3-53
3.14  Population @nd HOUSING ......ccoiiiiiiiiiiiimmene et e e e e e eeeeesse e e e e e e e e e e e annnnnees 3-59
315 PUDIIC SEIVICES ...ttt ettt e e e e e e e e e s s bbbt e e e e e e e e e e anreees 3-60
I G I = Tod (=T (o] o F PRSP PRSPRPR PP 3-62
I A I = 10 51 o T ¢ 2= 1o o OO PPPPPPP PPN 3-63
3.18  Tribal Cultural RESOUICES.......cco i 3-67
3.19  Utilities and SErviCe SYSEIMS ..........iiiiiceeeeereeeiieattittitteirteaar e saaasesseessnenrnrrnnnrannes 3-70
02 O B V1Y (o | 11 = PP PP PPRPPPR 3-73
3.21 Mandatory Findings Of SIGNIfICANCE ..........commmmrieiiiiieeiiiii e e 3-76

4 REFERENGCES ... tttttttttteeeeeestatttteeeeeeeaeeessssmneaeessaasssseaeeeeeaaaeaaaassssseeeeeaeeeeaanmmmeeeeeeeesannssssnneneneneeeeannnns 4-1




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Continued Page

Figures
[ T[0T A A Tod [ 01 Y 1Y = T P PPPPUUSUSRRPRPRN 1-2
Figure 2 ProjeCt LOCALION IMAP .......iiee i ceeeeeeieeieiesiitetiieeeeeeeseeeeeeasaaa s mmmmmsesesssssssssssssssnnsnesnnnes 1-3
Figure 3 Site DeVvelopment PIAN ..........o e 2-4
Figure 4 Transfer STation PIAN ............ oo eeeeeiieeee et e e e ee e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeees 2-5
Figure 5 Existing Aerial Photo Of the SIte ..o iiviiiiiieee e 2-6
Figure 6 Photo Simulation of the Proposed IMprov@E...............oooeviiiiiiiiiiieieiee e 2-7
Figure 7 Biological Study and Land COVEI AlBa.cce.....ccceiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e e e e e 3-18

Tables
Table 1. Proposed Transfer Station Design FEatULES .........uuuuiiiieiiiiee e 2-9
Table 2. Facility DesSign CritEIIA..........e e e 2-9
Table 3. Summary of Average Tonnage and VehiClenCoL..............ooccviiiiiiiiieeiiiieeeeen e 2-16
Table 4. Design Capacity LOad-0Ut ANAIYSIS . cwwweeevverrrrrrrnniniiinnninnnnienennnnnnnnnsssssssssannnn. 2-18
Table 5. NSAQMD-Recommended Significance Thresholds.............ccccccoeeeiiiiiieeeees 3-10
Table 6. Estimated Maximum Daily Construction are@tional Emissions ................cc.eee.e. 2-18
Table 7. Construction Equipment Noise Emission l®Ve............cccce oo, 2-18




1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 OVERVIEW

This document is the Initial Study for the propos&clCourtney Road Transfer Station Renovation Ptojec
(proposed project) located approximately five mgesthwest of Grass Valley in unincorporated Nev@adanty,
California. This Initial Study has been prepareddcordance with the California Environmental Quafict
(CEQA), Public Resources Code Section 21000 etasatjthe State CEQA Guidelines, California Code of
Regulations Section 15000 et seq. An Initial Stisdyrepared by a lead agency to determine if septonay
have a significant effect on the environment. locrdance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(a
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must be prepdirétere is substantial evidence that a project heaye a
significant effect on the environment. A Negativedaration is prepared if the lead agency detersrinat the
proposed project would not have a significant eféecthe environment, and therefore, that it wowdtrequire
the preparation of an EIR (State CEQA GuidelinegiSe 15070).

This Initial Study will be used to examine the puital environmental impacts of the proposed projecgeneral,
this document describes the proposed project distireg environment that could be affected, potdnithpacts
from the proposed project, and proposed mitigati@asures in compliance with the State CEQA Guidsl{ii4
California Code of Regulations [CCR] 15000 et seq.)

The Initial Study is divided into four chapters:dter 1 includes this introduction, Chapter 2 piesia
description of the project setting and charactesstChapter 3 includes an environmental evaluatlmTklist
that identifies the potential environmental impaadsociated with implementation of the project amtiscussion
of checklist responses and findings; and Chapteclddes references used in the preparation ofrémert.

1.2 LEAD AGENCY

The lead agency is the public agency with primasponsibility over the proposed project. In accocgawith
CEQA Guidelines Section 15051(b)(1), “the lead agesill normally be the agency with general goveemtal
powers, such as a city or county, rather than anagwith a single or limited purpose...” Becausephsgect is
being proposed by Nevada County, the County iseide agency for the proposed project.

1.3 PROJECT LOCATION

The existing McCourtney Road Transfer Station ¢ated on an approximately 142-acre site at 1474 Wo
Mountain Road, approximately five miles southwddbrass Valley in unincorporated Nevada Coutiigre
1). The site is located on a single parcel designadesaessor’'s Parcel Number (APN) 025-120-012 and is
located in Section 8 of Township 15 North, Randea8t, based on the Mount Diablo Baseline and Mamidl he
primary site entrance is provided from Wolf Mount&oad from McCourtney Roa#igure 2).




Figure 1 Vicinity Map
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Figure 2 Project Location Map




1.4 PURPOSE OF THIS DOCUMENT

Prior to approving the proposed project, NevadanBomust evaluate the project’s potential environtak
impacts as required by CEQA. The County, as the éegency under CEQA, will consider the proposegepts
environmental impacts when considering whethepfrave project implementation. This Initial Studyain
informational document to be used in the local piag and decision-making process; it does not recend
approval or denial of the proposed project.

This Initial Study will be available for public resw for 30 days. The County will take into consateyn
comments received during the public review period &ill factor these comments into their assessroktite
environmental impacts associated with the proppsejgct prior to making their decision related tojpct
approval.




2 PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND

The McCourtney Road Transfer Station (MRTS) prosidelid waste and recycling transfer servicesHer t
communities of Grass Valley, Nevada City, and thimcorporated areas of western Nevada County, @ai#.
Constructed in 1994 after the adjacent McCourtnegdRandfill closed, the MRTS is owned by the Cgurit
Nevada (County) and operated by USA Waste of Qaii#o Inc. doing business as Waste Management of
Nevada County (Waste Management). The MRTS is peuinio accept 350 tons per day (tpd) of resideatid
commercial solid waste, with a vehicle limit of @0per day. The facility currently receives an agerof
approximately 198 tpd (based on 359 receiving gieys/ear), with recent peak days as high as 39(Rjpe:da,
G. 2019). During peak days, as many as 900 vehictss the scales at the MRTS, while an additi@88l
vehicles access the site’s recycling and housdiedrdous waste drop-off areas for a total negeiddk daily
vehicle limit (Pineda, G. 2019).

As currently designed, the MRTS does not have gafit capacity to accommodate the volume of vekicle
regularly delivering waste to the site, particofash peak use periods throughout the spring, sunamefall.
This capacity constraint is partly due to the simdmpact size and limited queuing area. In additize amount
of recyclable materials accepted at the MRTS ha®@sed over the last several years due to therelag most
buy-back and drop-off facilities both locally arefjionally, including four local facilities operategl RePlanet,
as well as Grass Valley Recycle and Recycle Warkarass Valley. These changes follow the worldwide
collapse of the recyclable materials market, widitbcted large volumes of recyclable materials hing.
However, China has imposed stringent quality deten recyclable materials entering the country thiaction
essentially as a ban on imported recyclables. Aamgse of the collapse in the recyclable materiadsket is the
closure of all of the remaining 284 recyclable matéduy-back centers owned by RePlanet in lat930bs
Angeles Times 2019). More than 400 total facilitirese closed since 2016.

To address the site’s operational constraints atidipated growth in the waste stream, the Coumitiaied site
planning activities focused on improving operaticgféiciencies and designing the site to accommeda¢
expected growth in services needed over the neyedts. The main operational concerns identifiethdiuthe
planning process included the following:

During peak times, traffic backups occur throughbetsite, most notably at the main entrance (Rjosk
the scales, the self-haul refuse unloading arahitenrecycling drop off area.

The Public Receiving Area (PRA) building, whereussf is received, consolidated, and loaded into
transfer trucks, is a covered, but not enclosedcttre. Base on the open design of the PRA bugldin
litter and dust generation associated with the evaandling activities are difficult for site pers@hto
control. Also, noise generation is substantiallyhter than would be anticipated with an enclosedtitiac

The operation of the PRA is inefficient in many wayhe limited number of unloading spaces adds to
site queuing and safety challenges for self-haslauers. The constrained space makes it difficult f
Waste Management to safely and successfully reaoveine recyclables from the PRA floor. The




refuse must be lifted up from the PRA floor and limgded into a transfer trucks, causing excess
equipment wear, greater material handling timelaniding waste compaction.

Site constraints and inefficiencies in the recyldalrop-off areas cause queuing issues and may be
discouraging waste diversion practices. Along whih difficulty of mining recyclables at the PRAigh
could be hindering the County’s ability to meetitlgpals for diverting waste from landfill disposal

2.2 EXISTING OPERATIONS

2.2.1 PuBLIC RECEIVING AREA

The existing PRA is a 8,400 square-foot canopydmgl with open sides that houses the site’s retiasesfer
operations. Public self-haul vehicles unload onrtbeth side of the building. Sufficient space igitable for up
to ten vehicles to unload at the same time. Thp &ham the unloading spaces to the PRA floor israximately
four feet. Commercial refuse vehicles unload alitnegsouth side of the PRA.

Refuse on the PRA floor is pushed to the eastdfitlee building, where it is lifted from the floand top loaded
into a transfer truck. In 2013, Waste Managemegaheulling some recoverable items from the PRArflo
Referred to as waste mining, staff recovered 185 to the first six months of these recovery eff¢8HWC
2014). The mining of recyclables from the refusknmsted by safety concerns due to the need toaipesnd
loaders and refuse vehicles within the area whastewvould be recovered.

2.2.2 RECYCLING AREA

Approximately 1.25 acres in the southern portiothef MRTS site are dedicated to recycling dropanéfas, a
buy-back center, and related vehicle circulatioth @neuing. The buy-back center building is apprataty
1,100 square foot. The recycling and buy-back featwalthough located on the site, are separagsiyiged
from the waste transfer station.

2.2.3 HoUuseHOLD HAZARDS WASTE FACILITY AND REUSE Roowm

The HHW facility occupies approximately 0.33 aardhie southern portion of the MRTS site. This anebudes
the 1,300 square-foot covered drop-off area, vargiarage trailers, and vehicle circulation ardee AHW
facility is open to commercial customers with appwients on Wednesday and Thursday. It is operetpublic
Wednesday through Sunday. The HHW includes a neags®, which includes recovered materials that aaden
available to the public. The reuse room is opethéopublic Wednesday through Sunday. The HHW fgcind
related features, although located on the siteseparately permitted from the waste transferasiati

2.2.4 GREEN WASTE

The green waste drop-off area is located easteoPRA. Although nearly one acre is available faegr waste

operations, and the current Transfer ProcessingfR&gr the site states that half an acre is deditto this use,
approximately 0.3 acre is typically used to receind load out an average of approximately 33 tenslay. The
majority of the green waste is received over salays per week, or 365 days per year (HDR 2020)eGvweaste




is collected, stockpiled, then loaded into transfigcks and hauled to organics processing fadlitiet of the
county.

The existing permit allows a chip and grinding wtfiof up to 65 tons per day. Chipping and grirgis
conducted sporadically depending upon need. Althdhig operation is not currently being used, & ha
historically been conducted and is a permittedtbaeis assumed to be part of the baseline sitditions.

2.2.5 CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION WASTE AREA

The approximately 0.5 acre construction and deralfC&D) waste drop-off area is located east &f gineen
waste area. An area of approximately 2.5 acrasually used to receive and load out approxim&télypd of
C&D waste. The majority of the C&D waste is receiwver five days per week, or 260 days per yearRHD
2020). C&D material is accepted in two separatasod the facility. C&D materials are unloadedret tipping
area located on the west side of the green wasteaand is segregated by eco-blocks.

2.2.6 ADMINISTRATION AND PARKING

An approximately 700 square-foot trailer locatedium site is used for administrative purposes. Mbshe
parking area at MRTS is provided by a 12,000 sgt@regravel lot to the north of the main entrancad. A few
other parking spaces are scattered throughouttilty.

2.3 PROPOSED PROJECT
The proposed project includes a variety of chamggading the following:

An expansion of the area east of the surface inghmants to enable the temporary use of the current
trailer/bin storage area to be used as the greghiyaste receiving and transfer, C&D materials inéng
and transfer, and related uses.

Long-term use of this same area east of the suiigmeundments to be used for staging of bins, suck
equipment and related on-going needs.

An expansion of the site entrance road and insiatiaf new entrance and exit scale facilities tovide
access to the new transfer station as well asraoedi access to the existing recycling, buy-back and
HHW features,

Construction of a new transfer station consistihgroapproximately 48,000 square foot building to
replace the existing PRA building and to servenasréceiving area for both self-hauled commercial
municipal solid waste as well as recyclables ahérmmaterials as necessary,

Repurposing of the existing PRA building to sergdlae Organics receiving and transfer building,

Removal of the existing entrance scale and scalsehtacility and pavement or all-weather treatnoént
this area to be used for green/yard waste and/dd @&terials receiving and transfer.

Installation of approximately 170,000 square fdetew or repaved asphalt surfaces.




Expansion of the hours of operation, increase erprmitted tonnage of waste materials accepted and
processed at the facility, and increase in theydashicle trips.

The proposed project would employ a phased cortgiruapproach to allow current operations to cargin
throughout the construction process.

To construct the proposed project, approximatelp@D cubic yards of fill material would be importedprepare
a building pad and perimeter pavement areas saifabkconstruction.

Figure 3 presents the proposed site development pladranote 4 identifies the operations within and around
the proposed transfer station buildifggure 5includes an oblique aerial photograph of the axgssite looking
towards the southrigure 6 presents the project site as it would look follogvconstruction. The proposed project
components are described in further detail below.

Figure 3 Site Development Plan




Figure 4 Transfer Station Plan




Figure 5 Existing Aerial Photo of the Site




Figure 6 Photo Simulation of the Proposed Improvemnts

2.3.1 ExXPANDED AREA FOR GREEN/YARD WASTE AND C&D OPERATIONS

The area east of the surface impoundments wouékjpended to enable the temporary use of the current
trailer/bin storage area to be used as the greghiyaste receiving and transfer, C&D materials irgog and
transfer, and related uses. In addition, the sase\aould be used over the long term for staginigir$, trucks,
equipment and related on-going needs.

2.3.2 EXPANDED SITE ENTRANCE AND NEW SCALE FACILITIES

The existing site entrance roadway is proposeceteidened to enable arriving traffic to be direded new
entrance facility (scales and scale houses) locatett of the existing PRA. The entrance roadwauldde
expanded to accommodate three entrance laneslyleast of the Wolf Mountain Road intersection, evhi
would substantially increase the on-site queuirgacdy for vehicles arriving at the site.

The new scale facility would include up to six langvo scale houses, and four scales. The use aictde
houses and scales is designed to be flexible toletiae operator to direct traffic in and out theility according
to the traffic rate on any given day. Generallg thcility would enable a maximum of two in-bourghles and
two out-bound scales, each with a single scaleéheasring the respective in-bound and out-bourftidra




However, some flexibility to this arrangement ipested given the highly flexible traffic arrivattes of the
public. A bypass lane is also provided both infimband out-bound for staff and emergency vehicles.

Once public self-haul vehicles have arrived atdibe they could turn right (south) into the HHWharyback
using the existing site entrance roadway, theyatoahtinue straight on the new roadway to the neadesfacility
if they have other recyclables, refuse, green wastated wood, or C&D waste. Self-haul vehiclesgng the
south entrance may proceed to the appropriatebassd on the materials they are unloading. Self\ehicles
continuing to the new scale facility would drivetorone of the two entrance scales. After encoumgdtie scale
attendant, self-haul vehicles would proceed tcaghyeropriate unloading area(s). Refuse loads woeilditected
to the new transfer station building (described] Self-haul vehicles would unload on the solde ®f the
new transfer station building during weekdays andboth sides of the building on weekends (Peak D&een
waste and C&D material would be directed to thegiesl areas outside the existing PRA. Recyclables,
depending on amount could be unloaded in PRA ectid to the metal drop off pad. Treated wood nater
would be directed to the designated area outsielextsting PRA where, following the ending of tkemptions
in statute for this material, it would be handledhahazardous waste and shipped to an appropalieyffor
disposal.

All types of Waste Management vehicles and othentuoercial vehicles arriving at the site would prexte
straight through the expanded entrance intersettitime scale facility, after which they would heedted to the
appropriate unloading area based on type(s) ofenaaterial present and unloading bay utilizatioom@hercial
vehicles and some vehicles with trailers would adlon the north side of the new transfer statialtling.

Empty transfer trucks arriving at the site to pigkrefuse, recyclables, green/yard wastes, C&Desgasrganics
and treated wood from the facility would also use éxpanded site entrance roadway. These trangbst
would proceed through the new scale facilities gisie bypass lane if they have a vehicle tare weigHile or
using the entrance scale if they do not have avtaerght. Transfer trucks picking up refuse and oiadyles would
proceed counter clockwise around the new transd¢ios building to access the ramp down to theoaidtunnel
beneath the building. Two load-out bays would hevigled in the load-out tunnel to provide operationa
flexibility. Waste material would be pushed frone tiipping floor into the trailers of the transfandks when they
are in the load-out tunnel. Once full, these trangiucks would drive up the exit ramp and wouldtowe west
past the scale facilities to exit the site. Not& thctual operations may change based on neeteockanges in
operational requirements. Transfer trucks pickipgyreen/yard wastes, C&D, organics or treated woaald
proceed to the repurposed PRA building or outsida awhere they would be loaded. Once full, themesfier
trucks would proceed counterclockwise around tis¢ @ad of the new Transfer Station using the newwrster
road and would continue to the exit scales priaxiting the site.

2.3.3 PROPOSED NEW TRANSFER STATION BUILDING

The proposed new transfer station building is etgubto be approximately 164 feet wide and 290Itaed, plus
mechanical rooms and public restrooms, or appraeiynd8,000 square feet in total. The building vebbé
constructed without the use of internal columnsictvivould enable the front-end loaders and custeneefreely
move about the interior of the building. The builgiwould be approximately 24 feet clear heightdasb0 feet
tall at the peak, depending on the required cle@ghis, slope of the roof, and architectural treattinThe east
end of the building would extend as high as 70 &betve the ground surface where the two-story mad:hutes




and sub-floor driveway are proposed to be constdiEigure 4 identifies planned operations at the mawdfer
station, which are described in more detail below.

Table 1 identifies the features that would be prediat the new transfer station.

Table 1. Proposed Transfer Station Design Features

Feature Quantity Area (square feet)
Self-haul unloading bays 27 6,480 (12x20 feet each)
Commercial waste unloading bays 3 2,520 (14x60daeh)
Commercial recycling unloading bays 1 840 (14xaf)fe
Top-load out ports 2 4,800 (15x160 feet each)
Waste surge stockpile capacity 17,750
Total Area of Transfer Station Design 32 390
Features (excluding maneuvering areas) '
Source: HDR Engineering 2020

These features, when combined with the necessaiglgananeuvering areas, sum to the minimum facilit
design criteria identified in Table 2.

Table 2. Facility Design Criteria

Function Area (square feet)
Receiving Areas (maneuvering, backing) 10,320
Stockpiles 17,750
Loader Maneuvering Space 13,154
Load-out Area Requirements 4,800
Total Building Area required 46,024
Ancillary areas outside of main TS building (medbah 1,200
electrical, fire risers and restrooms)
Note: the proposed building is approximately 48,3860
Source: HDR Engineering 2020

Self-Haul Refuse

Similar to the proposed scale facility, the probsew transfer station is designed to functiomia modes: low
self-haul traffic conditions (generally weekdaysjlgpeak self-haul conditions (generally weeken8s)f-haul
arrival and unloading on peak days requires as raar®7 unloading bays, compared to the typicalttow
moderate use days when 12 to 16 unloading baysiveuifice. Consequently, the operation of the mandfer
station is described in these terms. The descnifit@ow is intended to describe possible configonat which
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may change depending on facility needs. Changtiete configurations are not expected to affecinipact
conclusions of this Initial Study.

Days with low to moderate self-haul traffic (generlly weekdays).During these conditions, the self-
haul traffic would be primarily managed on the $ositle of the facility, which would accommodate use
of 16 unloading bays at one time. Vehicles woulckiato a designated bay and unload their contents
onto an area that extends along the length ofuiidibg. Commercial traffic would use the northesiof

the facility. Commercial refuse and commercial dalle materials would be unloaded into two segarat
areas and would be consolidated into a surge aaatie facility’s two eastern load-out ports.

Days with peak self-haul traffic (generally weekensl). During these conditions, few commercial trucks
are typically at the site, leaving the north sifléhe facility with more availability. Self-haulaffic would

be directed to both the north and south sideseofability for unloading. The north side of the new
transfer station building would accommodate 11 tamtual unloading bays. When combined with the 16
bays on the south side, a total of 27 unloading lveguld be provided. The new transfer station would
accommodate peak traffic use with minimal time $peigueue, unlike the current operations that are
limited to 10 unloading bays. Vehicles would battoia designated area and unload their conterats int
an area that extends the length of the building. djperator would consolidate the refuse into aesarga
near the two lead-out ports at the east end dttibty.

For both of the modes described above, an arezafeftrucks without trailers would be located sefely from
the area that is designed to accommodate trafleras to allow for quick entrance and unloadingroéller loads.
Vehicles towing trailers and larger trucks woulddirected into the facility and allowed to maneufaar
unloading while inside the facility. After unloadinthe public self-haul vehicles would be dirediethe exit by
way of the exit scales. Vehicles would be weighed eharged the appropriate fee at the exit scAfes: paying,
the public would exit the site by way of the newirance/exit road on which they arrived.

Commercial Refuse

After entering through the commercial scale, vedsiakith tare weights carrying commercially collectefuse
would be directed to the north side of the newdfamnstation, where an area separate from comntigrcia
collected recyclables would be provided. The refusald be consolidated with self-hauled refusehim ¢enter of
the facility and pushed to the eastern end of dodity where it would be staged in an area fopsiént. When
appropriate, the waste would be loaded into a mg@itiansfer truck using one of the two load-outpat the east
end of the new transfer station.

After unloading, commercial refuse trucks wouldvieghe site using the by-pass exit lane at the swale facility
(because their tare weights would be on-file ardtgd periodically). This is the northernmost éaite, which
does not contain a scale.

Commercial Recycling

After entering through the commercial scale, vedsiakith tare weights carrying commercially collectecycling
would be directed to the north side of the newdfanstation where an area separate from commigrcizlected
refuse would be provided. The recyclables woulddresolidated and staged in an area until a full isaeady




for shipment. When appropriate, the recyclableslevbe loaded into a waiting transfer truck using i the
two load-out ports at the east end of the new tearstation. After unloading, commercial recycliimgcks would
leave the site using the same by-pass exit latteeasommercial refuse trucks.

Surge Management

Refuse deposited under either of the two levelspefating conditions described above would generafiult in
a line of refuse in the center that would exterallémgth of the building. The front-end loader eper would
consolidate the waste into the center and then rii@venaterial to the east end of the facility whtweetwo lead-
out ports are located. If commercial recyclables@esent, the operator would consolidate seppilatefor the
recyclables, loading them into the northerly mosidl-out port when the appropriate load-out truckes.
Refuse could be loaded into either or both bayswheyclables are not utilizing the north load-pait and
depending on the availability of the load-out trucithe tunnel below.

Load-out

Load-out trucks (also known as transfer truckspuseexport refuse from the site would proceed h#nthe new
transfer station into either of the two load-outtp@rovided on the east side of the building. pbes are
staggered to allow egress and exit to each oféalgs Wwhen either of the other bays is occupied witbad-out
truck. Consequently, both load-out ports can bel usgependently. This would enable different maidsrio be
loaded into each of the ports (e.g., refuse angttables) without being influenced by loading oadeout truck
maneuvers related to the other port. When a loadrock is stationed in either of the load-out ppthe operator
would be advised by a light panel in the transfatien. Load cells located beneath the axle loddsmoh bay
would be displayed on overhead signage, informggaperator of the weights of the load-out truclole

After being filled, load-out trucks containing refuwould proceed up the ramp to the north sideeohew
transfer station, along the lane dedicated forubis These trucks would be allowed to proceelda@xkit scale
facility with minimal interference from other veles, and then depart from the site.

Supporting Features

Supporting features include a variety of systeras ¢éimable the operation of the facility. Theseldelthe
following:

New Transfer Station Misting System The misting system in the new Transfer Stati@ul be configured to
reduce dust and odors at key locations where ratgeare generating dust such as the surge ardaawlit
areas.

Expanded Contact Water Collection and Conveyance Stem The expanded contact water system would
capture water from inside the building, both atrdeeiving/tip area and the lower load-out levedttBareas
would collect contact water and combine contacewlibm the existing PRA building and convey theteat
water to the recently expanded leachate tank fagaitéd east of the two surface impoundments.

Public Restrooms (two) The public restrooms would be located on thelssigte of the new Transfer Station as
a part of the mechanical, electrical and fire sappion rooms. Sewage from the restrooms wouldindined




with sewage from the existing site features, iniclgdhe administrative trailer restrooms, and cgedeto the
recently expanded leachate tank farm located éalseawo surface impoundments.

New Fire Suppression Systemrlhe new Transfer Station building when combineithwxisting buildings
requires a new fire suppression system to provideeased quantities of fire suppression water. rdvefire
suppression system would be energized by a newldiesvered fire pump system that would be locatethe
west side of the surface impoundment, north ofihe Transfer Station. The new fire suppressictesy
would include a new fire intake from surface impdonent number 2.

Recently Expanded Liquids Tank Farm The recently expanded liquids tank farm is siwestore 180,000
gallons of liquid from the contact water from thesting PRA, contact water from the new Transfextih, new
rest rooms at the new Transfer Station, existisgroems at the HHW facility, recyclables buy/backdings,
and maintenance building restroom. Liquid in #ektfarm is monitored and when necessary is trufiked the
tank farm to the regional wastewater treatmentifaci

Expanded Domestic Water Supply Systenirhe expanded water supply system would be fed fkell PW-1
replacing the historic use of water from well DW-Ihe expanded water supply system would be eqdipi
a new domestic water storage tank, pressure tathkypochlorite tank that would provide improved erat
quality at higher volumes to meet the increasexldgimand.

New Wash Down System The expanded water supply water system wouldigeovater for the wash down
needs of the new Transfer Station. Unlike thet@gsvharf hydrant located at the existing PRA 8imy that is
connected to the existing fire suppression systeennew wash down water would be fed from the edpédn
domestic water supply system.

Subsurface Landfill Gas Ventilation System The enclosed buildings within 1,000 feet of tdwedfill are
required to be equipped with a subsurface langiifl ventilation system. The enclosed structurdxkto
constructed as a part of the proposed improveniecitede the enclosed rooms adjacent to the nevgfiean
station (mechanical, electrical, fire suppressiod @estrooms) but does not include the transféiostauilding
because it is not enclosed.

2.3.4 NEW GREEN WASTE AND CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION AREAS

In addition to use of the PRA for Organics recejvamd transfer (as described below), a new outgiean waste
and C&D unloading area would be provided in theatmmn of the existing administration trailer andrance
scales, which are located directly south of the PRi#iving vehicles would proceed through the neals house
facility, would travel past the western end of tlesv transfer station and would be directed baclatdwhe
center of the site to the new green waste and C&@a for unloading.

The unloading area would include two load-out daygccommodate two load-out trucks. The operater of
front-end loader would employ a lift-and-load ofina to load-out green waste and C&D materialseAlieing
filled, the loaded green waste or C&D trucks wopitdceed around the east side of the new transfeéoist
building load-out level in a dedicated bypass lané utilize the ramp up to the scale plaza and atdipe
outermost outbound scale before leaving the site.




2.3.5 METAL, BUYBACK AND HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE

Vehicles containing HHW and recycling/redemptiontenials would enter the HHW/buyback by turning $out
without crossing the scale facility, which woulaiease the site’s queuing capacity and improvédriédw. The
HHW area and buyback areas would remain unalteosd their current condition and are a separatetynjieed
activity from the transfer station.

The metal tipping pad permitted under the solidtergermit for the transfer station and tipping aceald
remain unchanged; however, both self-haul and cagialeustomers would enter the scale house andlibe
directed to either the new transfer building orahé&pping pad, depending on the amount of material

2.3.6 REPURPOSE OF EXISTING PRA AS ORGANICS BUILDING

The existing PRA would be repurposed to functiothasorganics building, receiving commercial vedsclvith
food waste and other organics to assist in compdiavith SB 1383 and AB 1886. Although the self-haul
customers are not currently thought to be likelstipgants in the food diversion program, the argtPRA
facility could accommodate these users, similahéoway commercial refuse is currently unloadedtf@nsouth
side of the facility), as the north side of thestixig PRA would no longer be accessible when the swle plaza
is installed. In addition, this area will be used green waste to the extent the operator prefigsatea over the
outdoor area discussed above.

2.4 PROJECT PHASING

The facility would be constructed in two generahgés, although several “sub-phases” would alsebded in
order to maintain site operations during constarctOne of the key factors in the selection ofgraposed site
development plan was the need for the existing RRi@main open and operating at normal capacitindur
construction of the new entrance roads, scale hegates, and new transfer station building. Tlogejgt is
envisioned to be constructed in a series of phasesitined below.

24.1 PHASE 1

Phase 1 would consist of earthwork, utilities (utthg the primary fire protection system on the)sipavement,
completion of the new transfer station and assedibtiilding components, load-out area and perintetaiways.
These improvements are anticipated to be consttwathout substantially interfering with the curteperations
of the entrance facilities and existing PRA builgilowever, the existing green waste and C&D agtiviwould
need to be relocated to make the area currently fase¢hese activities available for the necesgaprovements
and the new transfer station. Prior to commencargstruction, the existing green waste and C&D nigteareas
would need to be relocated to a temporary locahahwould operate for the duration of project ¢artion. As
described above, the current trailer storage andh@pad to the east of the leachate ponds wewe s the
temporary location for these uses. Relocation warkld include preparing roadway access to this traa
would extend around the north side of the exisBRA and around the south side of the new trantdéine
construction area.




The majority of the project’s construction efforomid occur during Phase 1. Grading necessary tstaan the
new entrance road and scale facility would occuthennorth side of the existing PRA and gradingeseary to
construct the new transfer station would occuhaexisting green waste and C&D areas.

Phase 1 includes the following components:

A temporary boundary would be constructed arouedethisting PRA, HHW and recycling area to protect
on-going operations while Phase 1 improvementgamstructed.

Current green waste and C&D areas would be temiporaoved to the current trailer storage area at th
far east end of the site. This would allow for #tea around the new transfer station location toldwee
and available for construction. This includes a memnvporary access road around the north side of the
existing PRA while the new transfer station is lgetonstructed.

The existing low area north and east of the exgstatycling area would be filled to raise the grade
well as to reduce the length of slope between éve Phase 1 grading and the existing site circuiatio
Some of the area currently used for recycling st@rgould need to be streamlined in order to
accommodate this southwestern portion of Phasedtremtion.

The new transfer station foundation, building, asrgaving, subsurface utilities and related corepts
would be constructed and would be ready for usthéyend of Phase 1 construction.

A new site fire system would be relocated (fronciisrent location) and constructed to serve the new
transfer station and the remainder of the siteesyst

An array of other utilities would also need to lbastructed during this phase. These include butaire
limited to water, power, gas (if appropriate), sevead fire suppression.

2.4.2 PHASE 2

Phase 2 would commence when the County beginstthesnew transfer station as the primary MSW and
recycling handling facility. Phase 2 would consitidening and redirecting the existing entranmadrfrom
Wolf Mountain Road to a new three-way intersectiast of the existing PRA. A new roadway to rousdfic to
the new entrance/exit scale facility located noftthe existing PRA would be constructed. The newasmce/exit
scale facility would consist of a total of threexngcale houses and four new scales. From the mee-tiay
intersection, a road directing traffic to the exigtHHW and recycling area would be constructed.

Phase 2 includes the following components:

The new entrance road and new scale facilities evbalconstructed as illustrated in the Phase 2 site
circulation plan. Four new scales and three neveduauses would be installed.

The new entrance road improvements would be extetudthe new transfer station facility construated
Phase 1, connecting at the three-way interseaticatéd at the northwest corner of the new transfer
station.




During this phase, the old PRA would be re-purpdsdaecome the organics diversion facility.

The existing scales and scale house would beeadilzith the new transfer station for a temporary
duration. After the new scale facility is open apetrational, the existing scales and scale housidvine
removed.

The administration building would be relocatedeplaced to the north of the existing PRA.

After the existing scales, scale house and admatiish building have been removed and the area
prepared for operations, the green waste and C&Witaes would be moved to the new permanent
location south of the existing PRA building.

2.5 OPERATIONS

25.1 EXISTING OPERATIONS

The MRTS is currently permitted to receive 350 tpasday (tpd) for all material. Design and cormesting
calculations are shown below for each area, inolyithe solid waste tipping pad (i.e., PRA) andréeycling
tipping pad. The recycling tipping pad calculatidredow reflect proposed upgrades. The actual design
methodology, assumptions, and calculations areepted below and on the following pages. The exjstiation
was constructed in accordance with the applicaleieaNa County building and environmental health sciel
regulations.

The current facility operating parameters are #evis:

Activity Hours of Operation®

Material Receiving 8:00 a.m. — 3:30 p.m.; Severstagek

Material Processing On-Site 8:00 a.m. — 5:30 pSayen days/week

Material Transfer Off-Site 8:00 a.m. — 5:30 p.ney&n days/week

Public Material Receiving 8:00 a.m. — 3:30 p.m.;dhesday through
Sunday

Special Events 8:00 a.m. — 3:30 p.m.; Wednesdayitji
Sunday

10n certain occasions, operations may occur af@@ pm with adequate lighting provided
for night-time operations. In the event this happéehe Local Enforcement Agency (LEA)
will be notified of this occurrence. Altered opéngthours and closure may occur due to
emergency conditions, such as equipment failuuerto severe weather conditions such
as heavy precipitation, snow and or other unsafelitons as authorized in Minute Order
90-3. The decision to close the facility will be adby the site supervisor, after consulting
with the Nevada County Department of Public WorksEtor or his/her designee and the
LEA will be naotified.




The facility is closed on New Year’'s Day, Fourthlofy, Veterans Day, Thanksgiving Day, and Christma

Existing Permitted Maximum Tonnage and Traffic \fakl

The existing permit criteria for the facility op&mms are:

A total of up to 350 tons per day of all materikpected amounts of individual material are afed;
0 Refuse =260 tons per day
0 Recyclable (not to include Buy-Back operations)s=t@s per day
o Chipping and grinding green waste and wood wag$i® tons per day

1,090 vehicles per day

Table 3 includes a summary of the current estimatedage and traffic volumes at MRTS. The averacgtotner
count and average tonnage is calculated usingtakbvehicle count and/or tonnage from DecembeB201
November 2019 and then dividing this by the daysparation (359 days). The traffic count is caltedaby
adding the vehicles entering the main gate angtben waste gate. In addition, 20 vehicles aredtmthe
count on Wednesday through Sunday to account fonat®d employee vehicles. The facility vehicleicomay
be inflated due to the possibility of a vehicleitug both areas within one visit.

The tonnage of both the public household hazard@sse collection facility (PHHWCF) and the buy-back
not included or counted towards the daily tonnagéd. Both these operations are permitted sepgratel
hazardous waste is not regulated as solid waseePHHWCEF is located at the southwestern end optbperty
and vehicles can proceed directly to this operafidre Buy-Back center is located in a separatalimglwith its
own scales at the northern end of the RecyclingpL@ustomers can proceed directly to this operatitimout
entering the other Transfer Station operationscktordance with Public Resources Code section 14514518,
or 14520, the tonnage of solid waste received togresfer/processing facility, the following matdsiahall not be
included: materials received by a recycling celteated within the facility, and by beverage comésirecycling
programs, if the recycling activities are separdtech the solid waste handling activities by a deél physical
barrier or where the activities are otherwise safgarin a manner approved by the enforcement ag@@i
Sections 17402(9) and 17402(11)].

Table 3. Summary of Existing Average Tonnage and \fecle Count

Waste Type Average
Tonnage
Refuse 133.76
Recycling (Express Drop Off / Metal / Commingle&s)* 8.08
C&D Material 23.56
Green Waste 32.68
Total Daily Tonnage (Includes the permitted refuse& other accepted 198.07
materials)
Total Average Daily Vehicle Count 448
*Commingle recycle tonnage does not include theliagk center as this is reported under a separaratiqn as describep
ﬁlkc))ct)(\a/?:l'onnage based on the time period of Dece@®&8 to November 2019 for accuracy.




2.5.2 PROPOSED OPERATIONS

The facility improvements would enable changedh@dperations of the MRTS. The new operating patense
would be as follows:

Activity Hours of Operation®
Material Receiving 7:00 a.m. — 5:30 p.m.; Seven days/week

Material Processing On-Site | 7:00 a.m. — 5:30 p.m.; Seven days/week

Material Transfer Off-Site 7:00 a.m. — 5:30 p.m.; Seven days/week

Public Material Receiving 7:00 a.m. — 5:30 p.m.; Seven days/week
Special Events 7:00 a.m. — 5:30 p.m.; Seven days/week
Visitors 7:00 a.m. — 5:30 p.m.; Seven days/week

10n certain occasions, operations may occur af@f pm as late as 7:00 pm with a
justification of the necessity submitted to the @yun advance. In the event this happens,
the LEA will be notified of this occurrence. Altef®perating hours and closure may occur
due to emergency conditions, such as equipmeniréadr due to severe weather conditions
such heavy precipitation, snow and or other unsafglitions as authorized in Minute
Order 90-3. The decision to close the facility vodl made by the site supervisor, after
consulting with the Nevada County Department ofllRul¥orks Director or his/her
designee and the LEA will be notified.

The facility would continue to be closed on New ¥e®ay, Fourth of July, Veterans Day, Thanksgividay,
and Christmas.

The new Transfer Station would be sized to recet@e and loadout up to 890 tons per day of MSW an
recyclables. The existing PRA would be repurposa@teive organic materials and would be sizeéteive,
store and loadout 370 tons per day. After the rahof the existing entrance scales, scale housk, a
administration trailer, the outdoor, paved aredlalvke for yard waste and C&D materials would leedito
receive, store and loadout 330 tons per day. Thpittg and grinding operation would be relocateth®out-
door area, which is sized to receive, process @adblut 65 tons per hour. The existing metals igreaed to
receive and load-out 20 tons per day. These arehassociated tons with each material may be iseckar
decreased with changes in design or operationdigtwations. Table 4 below is shown to demonsttlhéedesign
capacity of each area and not designed to be os@etérmine individual material type tonnage.

The proposed project includes increasing the cupgemmit limit from 350 tons per day to 1,675 tqes day and
increasing the daily traffic limit from 1,090 vehés per day to 1,658 vehicles per dae facility permit would
establish the maximum daily tonnage that coulddeepted at the site. If the total accepted tontiageof 1,675
tons per day gets close to being exceeded, thayagould prepare to shut the gate and close #lodify early so
as to not exceed the permitted tonnage limit. Tbeal Enforcement Agency (LEA) and Nevada County
Department of Public Works would be notified oflgaiosure.

The tonnage of both the PHHWCF and the Buy-BackfBlatw are not included or counted towards theydalil
tonnage limits. Both these operations are permgeguhrately and are located in their own distined @f the
facility and can be seen on the site facility mBpe PHHWCEF is located at the southwest of the pigend
vehicles can proceed directly to this operatiorgddition hazardous waste is not regulated as salite.




Table 4. Design Capacity Load-out Analysis

Facility Material to be Received Q?;?:gg, Units

New Transfer Station Commercial and Self Haul Waste
plus Recyclables 890 tons per day

Indoor Organics Transfer

(repurposed PRA) Organics 370 tons per dg

Outdoor Yard Waste and/or C&D Yard Waste and/or C&D 330 tons per day
Yard Waste and/or C&D (currentl

Chipping and grinding operation| permitted) 65 tons per day
Metal, appliances and other

Metal Tipping Pad recyclables 20 tons per day

Total 1,675 tons per day

In accordance with Public Resources Code sectida1lZ, 14518, or 14520 regarding the tonnage ad saste

received by a transfer/processing facility, théof@ing materials shall not be included: materigseived by a
recycling center located within the facility, ang liieverage container recycling programs, if thgclieg
activities are separated from the solid waste hagdictivities by a defined physical barrier or wdéhe
activities are otherwise separated in a mannemapprby the enforcement agency [CCR Sections 1B462(d
17402(11)]. The Buy-Back center is located in aasge building with its own scales at the nortlhef

Recycling Loop. Customers can proceed directihi® aperation without entering the other TransfatiGn

operations.




3 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
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1. Project Title: McCourtney Road Transfer StatRenovation Project
2. Lead Agency Name and Address: Nevada County

950 Maidu Avenue

Nevada City, CA 95959
3. Contact Person and Phone Number: David A. Galcia

(530) 265-7038
4. Project Location: 14741 Wolf Mountain Road innaorporated Nevada County, Californ
5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: Nevada @ount

950 Maidu Avenue

Nevada City, CA 95959

6. General Plan Designation: Public (PUB)

7. Zoning: Public (P)

8. Description of Project: (Describe the whole @etinvolved, including but not limited to later @es of the project,
and any secondary, support, or off-site featuregseary for its implementation. Attach additiortadets if
necessary.)

See the project description included in Secti@b@ve.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:  The project is located within a rural area of uoiporated Nevada
(Briefly describe the project’s County that contains low-density, large-lot restidruses.
surroundings)

10: Other public agencies whose approval is redquire Local Enforcement Agency and CalRecycle Solid Waste
(e.g., permits, financing approval, or participatio  Facility Permit and Central Valley Regional WatearaQty
agreement) Control Board Waste Discharge Requirements.

11: Have California Native American tribes traditadly =~ The County is in the process of coordinating withes that

and culturally affiliated with the project area may be interested in consulting on the project istest with
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resourcéise requirements of Public Resources Code Section
Code section 21080.3.17 If so, is there a plan for 21080.3.1.

consultation that includes, for example, the

determination of significance of impacts to tribal

cultural resources, procedures regarding

confidentiality, etc.?
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The environmental factors checked below would kemt@lly affected by this project, involving abkt one impact that
is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicatby the checklist on the following pages.

[] Aesthetics [ ] Agriculture / Forest Resources [X] Air Quality
X Biological Resources [X] Cultural Resources [l Energy
X Geology / Soils [[] Greenhouse Gas Emissions XI Hazards /Hazardous Materials
X  Hydrology / Water Quality [] Land Use / Planning [1 Mineral Resources
XI Noise [ ] Population/ Housing [1 Public Services
[] Recreation [l Transportation [] Tribal Cultural Resources
[] Utilities / Service Systems [ ] Wildfire [l Mandatory Findings of Significancg
[] None
$ !1'$! )$ *+,-. /01 [/ +02
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
| find that the proposed projecouLD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
| find that although the proposed projectuLd have a significant effect on the environment, élveiLL
NOT be a significant effect in this case because i@vssin the project have been made by or agreég
the project proponent. MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION  will be prepared.
| find that the proposed projeaiy have a significant effect on the environment, and
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
| find that the proposed projeaty have a “potentially significant impact” or “potéadty significant
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, bueast one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed
an earlier document pursuant to applicable legaidsrds, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as desonibattiached sheets. ANVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the efféhtst remain to be addressed.
] | find that although the proposed project couldena significant effect on the environment, becalke
potentially significant effects (a) have been anatiyadequately in an earliefR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have &esided or mitigated pursuant to thg
earlierEIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION , including revisions or mitigation measures thatimposed
upon the proposed project, nothing further is resgli
Signature Date
Printed Name Title
Agency

=
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A brief explanation is required for all answergept “No Impact” answers that are adequately supg by the
information sources a lead agency cites in therpheses following each question. A “No Impact” aasig
adequately supported if the referenced informagimurces show that the impact simply does not ajopbyojects
like the one involved (e.g., the project falls ddesa fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer ghiobe explained
where it is based on project-specific factors alt asegeneral standards (e.g., the project willexgitose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-spesifieening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole acitiwolved, including off-site as well as on-sit@mulative as well
as project-level, indirect as well as direct, andstruction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that aplartiphysical impact may occur, then the checkligtwers must
indicate whether the impact is potentially sigrafit, less than significant with mitigation, or lélsan significant.
“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriatetifere is substantial evidence that an effect masidpgficant. If

there are one or more “Potentially Significant Iia&ntries when the determination is made, an iEIfRquired.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant Militigation Incorporated” applies where the inoargtion of

mitigation measures has reduced an effect froméefftatlly Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Sigoént Impact.”
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measand briefly explain how they reduce the effea less than
significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlignalyses,” as described in (5) below, may be sieferenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursudhettering, program EIR, or other CEQA processefiect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negatadadation. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this casbriaf discussion
should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state whtey are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify whicteets from the above checklist were within the scopand
adequately analyzed in an earlier document purdvaapplicable legal standards, and state whetiwr sffects
were addressed by mitigation measures based arather analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Lésmn Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorpted,”
describe the mitigation measures which were ina@ted or refined from the earlier document andetktent to
which they address site-specific conditions forphaect.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporatéhatohecklist references to information sourcegpfential impacts
(e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Referemaepreviously prepared or outside document shauhere
appropriate, include a reference to the page oepadpere the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source lisiigt be attached, and other sources used or ingilsctontacted
should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead ageraseéree to use different formats; however, legehaies should
normally address the questions from this chectist are relevant to a project’s environmentalaffén whatever
format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) the significance criteria or threshold, if anged to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, towee the impact to less than significance.




3.1 AESTHETICS
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l.  Aesthetics.
Except as provided in Public Resources Code section
21099 (where aesthetic impacts shall not be coreide
significant for qualifying residential, mixed-use
residential, and employment centers), would théegto

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scestia/i

O
L1 O
L1 O
X X

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, inclydiang
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and histo
buildings within a state scenic highway?

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degraele th ] ] X ]
existing visual character or quality of public viewf
the site and its surroundings? (Public views aosé¢h
that are experienced from publicly accessible \gata
points.) If the project is in an urbanized areauldo
the project conflict with applicable zoning and eth
regulations governing scenic quality?

d) Create a new source of substantial light oreglahnich ] ] X ]
would adversely affect day or nighttime views ie th
area?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The visual character of the project site is repregbby the active solid waste uses including ttva transfer
station infrastructure, roadways, and waste manageareas. The surrounding area is dominated bydkmsgity
rural residential land uses and the closed McCeyrRoad Landfill, which is located directly soutftloe project
site. The landfill rises up approximately 50 feleb@e the elevation of the PRA. The vegetation comityu
includes a mix of chaparral, pine and oak habjta¢$. The project site is located within an aregeuttly rolling
hills with drainage generally flowing toward thertieeast.

DiscussioN
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenicvi  sta?

A scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that ptlegi expansive views of a highly valued landscap&h®benefit
of the general public. The project site would netcbnsidered a scenic vista because it is a salglev
management facility that is visually consistentwiftdustrial development. Also, the project siteds located
within an area that would block or alter a scemétas Also, because the project includes expanitiagxisting
waste management uses on the site, it would retthke site’s industrial visual character. Therefdhe project
would haveno impact on scenic vistas.




b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including , but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

The project site is not located within a state 8chighway and is not visible from a designatedesszenic
highway. Although State Route 20 and State Routi@& &% project vicinity are both identified asggtile for
State Scenic Highway designation, they are notiaffiy designated as such (Caltrans August 201Bp ,Ahe
project site is not visible from these highwaysefiore, the proposed project would haeempact on the
scenic resources of a state scenic highway.

C) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade th e existing visual character or quality of
public views of the site and its surroundings? (Pub lic views are those that are
experienced from publicly accessible vantage points .) If the project is in an urbanized

area, would the project conflict with applicable zo ning and other regulations governing
scenic quality?

The primary public views of the site are observedif McCourtney Road and/or Wolf Mountain Road by
travelers either accessing the site or drivingugtothe area. From these roadways, the developedtimal
character of the project site is represented bydhdway entering the site, the PRA building, tffece trailers,
the large (approximately 15 feet tall) metal-fabtedd gold paner, and the landfill in the backgroufidws
generally look down into the site, which is slighitbwer in elevation than the intersection of Mc@aey and
Wolf Mountain Road. The construction of the profbpeoject facilities would alter the views of theefrom
these roadways but would not change the overalisiml visual character of the site. The projeotld include
the construction of an approximately 48,000 sqtieo¢transfer station building in the northeastgontion of the
site. Although this building would represent a akyprominent change as viewed from Wolf MountRioad,
its location behind and set back from the exisBfA building would minimize its visual effect. Thie’s
proposed improvements would be visible from sevexalting residences surrounding the project kitavever,
the site’s industrial character would not be alier€or these reasons, the proposed project waildenexpected
to substantially degrade the existing visual chiaraar quality of public views of the project saeits
surroundings and this impact wouldless than significant

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glar e which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Construction would occur during daylight hours andstruction activities would not be expected techany
nighttime lighting. During project operations, néght sources would be limited to site securityhligg, which
would typically include shielded lighting attachtedany new permanent buildings and directed tovlaed
ground. Any lighting installed at the project steuld be required to comply with Nevada County GahBlan
Policy 18.11, which requires new industrial devehemt to use fixtures and light sources that minénmiight
time light pollution. For these reasons, the proyeauld not create a new source of substantiat ligtylare,
which would adversely affect day or nighttime vieiwshe area and this impact wouldlbss than significant.




3.2 AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES
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Il. Agricultural and Forest Resources.

In determining whether impacts to agricultural t@ses
are significant environmental effects, lead agenaiay
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluatiand
Site Assessment Model (1997, as updated) prepared b
the California Department of Conservation as aioopt
model to use in assessing impacts on agricultute an
farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
information compiled by the California Departmeht o
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest aahge
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
project; and forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the Califor

Air Resources Board.

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or ] ] ] X
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agriculturake or a ] ] ] X
Williamson Act contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause reiuy ] ] ] X
of, forest land (as defined in Public ResourceseCod
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversibforest ] ] ] X
land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environinen ] ] ] X
which, due to their location or nature, could regul
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project site has been developed as a wastegeriaeat facility that does not include any agriaatwses or
operations. The surrounding area consists of resadlences located within chaparral habitat comtiasiThe
project site does not include any forest land.




DISCUSSION

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farm land of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agen cy, to non-agricultural use?

The project site has been developed as a wastegeraeat facility that does not include land desigddty the
California Farmland Mapping and Monitoring ProgréfvIMP) as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance. Implementatiothefproposed project would not result in the cosioa of
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland ofeStmle Importance, and would not interfere with\attes
on Farmlands. Therefore, there wouldnoeimpact on Farmland.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural u se or a Williamson Act contract?

The project site does not include land zoned foicatjural uses and is not located on, or adjaternand that is
currently under Williamson Act contract. Therefateere would b&o impact.

C) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezo ning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as de  fined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Produ  ction (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(Qg))?

The project site does not include forest land grland zoned for forest land. Therefore, there wdagno
impact.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

The project site does not include any forest Idikrefore, implementation of the proposed projemtiley not
result in the loss of forest land or the conversibforest land to a non-forest use. There woulddénpact.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environmen t, which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agric ultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

The project site does not include any componéraiswould cause the conversion of farmland or tdeesl.
Therefore, there would b impact.




3.3 AIR QUALITY
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. Air Quality.

Where available, the significance criteria estalgisby
the applicable air quality management or air pahut
control district may be relied on to make the foliog
determinations.

Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ] ] ] X
applicable air quality plan?
b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net insecaf ] X ] ]

any criteria pollutant for which the project regiisn
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial poilut [l [l = [l
concentrations?

d) Result in other emissions (such as those lgadin ] X ] ]
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
people?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project site is located in the Mountain Countdr Basin (MCAB), which in addition to Nevada Guy
includes Plumas, Sierra, Calaveras, Tuolumne, aadpdsa Counties, as well as portions of PlacerEnd
Dorado Counties. The project is within the jurigidic of the Northern Sierra Air Quality Managemé@istrict
(NSAQMD). NSAQMD adopts air quality rules and issyeermits consistent with County and state reguiati

The climate of Nevada County is characterized ly dny summers and cool, moist winters. The préawailind
direction over the county is westerly; however, tiweain of the area has a great influence on lairadis and
wide variability in wind direction can be expectédternoon winds are generally channeled up-canydgnile
nighttime winds generally flow down-canyon. Winds,an general, stronger in spring and summer asaker

in fall and winter. Periods of calm winds and clskies in fall and winter often result in strongound based
inversions forming in mountain valleys. These layefrvery stable air restrict the dispersal of gialhts, trapping
them near the ground, representing the worst dondifor local air pollution occurring in the coyr(NSAQMD
2016).

The nearest sensitive receptors to the projecasitehe single-family residences located neairtteesection of
McCourtney Road and Wolf Mountain Road. Rural resites are also located north, east and south pfdfect
site.

The ambient concentrations of air pollutant emissiare determined by the amount of emissions et
pollutant sources and the atmosphere’s abilityaondport and dilute such emissions. Natural facttrish affect
transport and dilution include terrain, wind, atiosric stability, and the presence of sunlight.réfare,




existing air quality conditions in the area aresdined by such natural factors as topography, oneliegy, and
climate, in addition to the amount of emissiongaskd by existing air pollutant sources, as digclussparately
below.

Criteria Pollutants

Concentrations of the following air pollutants ameed as indicators of ambient air quality condgiarzone;
carbon monoxide; nitrogen dioxide; sulfur dioxidespirable and fine particulate matter, Blfespirable
particulate matter with an aerodynamic diametet@micrometers or less) and Rfine particulate matter with
an aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 micrometers or l@sg) lead. These pollutants are commonly refeoes
“criteria air pollutants” because they are the nstvalent pollutants known to be deleterious tman health;
extensive documentation is available on healthcesferiteria for these pollutants.

Both the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (ERAJ the California Air Resources Board (ARB) draig
areas of the state as attainment, nonattainmenfaassified for various pollutant standards. Att&inment”
designation for an area signifies that pollutamtasmtrations did not violate the standard for fradkutant in that
area. A “nonattainment” designation signifies thgtollutant concentration violated the standard|ueding those
occasions when a violation was caused by an exxgptevent, as identified in the criteria. An “usssified”
designation signifies that data do not supporteeitin attainment or nonattainment status. In amdigach
agency has several levels of classification usddrtber describe the severity of nonattainmentitoons. For
instance, the ARB classifies nonattainment aresnoderate, serious, or severe air pollution aaieg, with
increasingly strict control requirements mandatedeach.

Western Nevada County is classified as nonattaihfoeetoth the federal and state ozone standardn®xwithin
western Nevada County is primarily generated inSheramento area and transported by wind to thetgou
Nevada County is also classified as nonattainnarthe state PM standard but is unclassified for the federal
PMo standard due to a lack of available recent dadta.cbunty is unclassified/attainment for the feBiM. s
standard and unclassified for the state;PMandard (US Environmental Protection Agency 2020)

Toxic Air Contaminants

Air quality regulations also focus on toxic air tmminants (TACs) or in federal parlance, hazardous
pollutants (HAPs). The EPA and ARB regulate HAPd @8ACs, respectively, through statutes and reguriati
that generally require the use of the maximum st beailable control technology for toxics (MACTdBACT)
to limit emissions. These, in conjunction with agtdial rules set forth by the NSAQMD, establish tegulatory
framework for TACs. To date, ARB has identified o2& TACs and has adopted the EPA'’s list of HAPs as
TACs. Most recently, diesel PM was added to the AiRBof TACs.

CARSB has identified naturally occurring asbesto®f as a toxic air contaminant. NOA occurs in roaksl
soil as a result of natural geological processesutdl weathering and human activities, such astcaction,

may disturb NOA-bearing rock or soil and releasearal fibers into the air, which pose a greateeptial for
human exposure by inhalation. NOA-bearing rock/sag been identified in Nevada County ().

Odors
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The NSAQMD has an established screening processhwhguires in-depth review of any project witheputal
to emit odors which may impact considerable nunabgrersons, leading to a public nuisance. Additiigha
NSAQMD encourages lead agencies to address pdtkmthuse conflicts (such as odors), or expostire o
sensitive receptors to odors as early as possiliteeidevelopment review process (NSAQMD 2016).

Significance Thresholds

To assist local jurisdictions in the evaluatioraofquality impacts, the NSAQMD has published adgnice
document for the preparation of the air qualitytipors of environmental documents that includessthoéds of
significance to be used in evaluating land use @sals. Thresholds of significance are based ouxs®
projected impacts and are a basis from which tdyapjiigation measures (NSAQMD 2016). The NSAQMDsha
developed a tiered approach to significance levels:

» A project with emissions meeting Level A thresholisuld require the most basic mitigations;
» Projects with projected emissions in the Level Bgawould require more extensive mitigations; and

* Those projects which exceed Level C thresholds evceduire the most extensive mitigations. The
NSAQMD-recommended thresholds are identified inl& &b

Table 5
NSAQMD-Recommended Significance Thresholds

3++ 4.3 75+ [, ).!*7/602 ).%7/ 02 471 02
Level A <24 <24 <79
Level B 24-136 24-136 79-136
Level C >136 >136 >136

Source: Data calculated by Douglas Environmental 2019.

According to the NSAQMD, these thresholds are reoemded for use by lead agencies when prepaririglinit
studies (NSAQMD 2016). If, during the preparatidrit@ initial study, the Lead Agency finds that fiveject
emissions are at Level B or can be reduced to LBweith the addition of NSAQMD mitigation measurésn
the air quality impact is considered less thaniSmant.

DiscussIoN

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

The NSAQMD attains and maintains air quality coiadis in Nevada County through a comprehensive pragr
of planning, regulation, enforcement, technicabwation, and promotion of the understanding ofjaility
issues. The clean air strategy of the NSAQMD ineuthe preparation of plans for the attainmentdfiant air
quality standards, adoption and enforcement ofbratel regulations concerning sources of air polytand
issuance of permits for stationary sources of alilugon. The NSAQMD also inspects stationary sesrof air
pollution and responds to citizen complaints, mansitambient air quality and meteorological condisicand




implements programs and regulations. Air qualigngl applicable to the proposed project are disdusse
below.All projects are subject to NSAQMD rules aredulations in effect at the time of constructidbhe
proposed project would be required to comply wiié local rules and requirements established by N8BQ
during all phases of construction and operationaAssult, the proposed project would not incluae a
development activities that would conflict withalstruct implementation of any applicable air gyadian.
Therefore, there would b impact

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable netincrea  se of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicabl e federal or state ambient air quality
standard?

Project Construction Emissions

Construction emissions are described as “short’terrtemporary in duration and have the potentalgpresent

a significant impact with respect to air qualitgpecially fugitive PMo dust emissions. Fugitive dust emissions
are primarily associated with soil excavation atég and vary as a function of such parametesoasilt

content, soil moisture, wind speed, acreage ofihaince area, and miles traveled by constructibicties on-

site and off-site. ROG and N@missions are primarily associated with gas aadaliequipment exhaust and the
application of architectural coatings. Constructimtivities associated with transfer station carion activities
would result in the temporary generation of ROG xNé&hd PMo emissions from construction equipment during
site preparation, the application of asphalt oyelaleanup and other miscellaneous constructitwvitees, and
from material transport to the site and constructimrker commute trips. The estimated daily vollwh&OG,
NOx, PMyo and CO emissions from construction activitieslenitified in Table 6.

As previously stated, the NSAQMD considers emissiarexcess of Level C thresholds to have a sicaniti air
quality impact. Emissions below Level C threshdids above Level A thresholds are considered patiynti
significant and subject to the recommended mitigatf the NSAQMD's guidance document (NSAQMD 2016).
Therefore, because the construction emissions wariloklow the Level C thresholds and above thell&ve
thresholds, the increase in criteria air polluta#sociated with the proposed project would beidensd a
potentially significant impact.

Estimated Maximum Daily ConstL?:?ilgnGand Operationa | Emissions 1!
- I 6 8
).*7/ 02 ).*7/ 02 ).*7/ 02
Site Preparation 1.48 17.42 21.86
Grading 7.43 42.51 24.07
Building Construction and Paving 11.56 39.86 5.11
Operational Sources 5.54 9.24 1.21
NSAQMD Significance Threshold (Level B) 24-136 2361 79-136
Exceed Threshold? No Yes No
1 Emissions estimates based on CalEEMod computer modeling.
Source: Data calculated by Douglas Environmental 2020.




The construction contractor shall submit to the KBAD for approval an Off-Road Construction Equipment
Emission Reduction Plan prior to ground breakingnalestrating the following:

All off-road equipment (portable and mobile) meetss cleaner than Tier 2 engine emission
specifications unless prior written approval foy @&xceptions is obtained from the NSAQMD. Note that
all off-road equipment must meet all applicableestand federal requirements.

Emissions from on-site construction equipment stadhply with NSAQMD Regulation II, Rule 202,
Visible Emissions.

The primary contractor shall be responsible to enthat all construction equipment is properly tine
and maintained.

Idling times shall be minimized either by shuttemuipment off when not in use or reducing the
maximum idling time to 5 minutes when not in use @quired by California airborne toxics control
measure Title 13, Section 2485 of the Californi@€of Regulations). Clear signage shall be provided
for construction workers at all access points.

All construction equipment shall be maintained pramperly tuned in accordance with manufacturers’
specifications. All equipment shall be checked lmgdified mechanic and determined to be running in
proper condition prior to operation.

Existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or cfeahgenerators shall be utilized rather than teragy
power generators (i.e. diesel generators), whersfke.

Deliveries of construction materials shall be sched to direct traffic flow to avoid the peak hoars
local roadways of 7:00-9:00 AM and 4:00-6:00 PM.

The primary contractor shall use architectural iogatfor the proposed structure that have a velatil
organic compound (VOC) content no greater thanr&éng per liter of VOC.

To reduce impacts of short-term construction, tbar@y shall obtain NSAQMD approval of a Dust Coh®tan
(DCP) which shall include, but not be limited tioe tstandards provided below to the satisfactichef
NSAQMD. Prior to issuance of grading permits, treu@ty shall include the requirements of the DCRaiss on
all construction plans. The County Building Depastinshall verify that the requirements of the D@ tzeing
implemented during grading inspections.

Alternatives to open burning of vegetation matevsialthe project site shall be used unless deenfiedsible to
the Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO). Among sable alternatives is chipping, mulching, or cosi@n to
biomass fuel.




The County shall implement all dust control measumea timely manner during all phases of project
development and construction.

All material excavated, stockpiled or graded shalkufficiently watered, treated or converted &vpnt
fugitive dust from leaving the property boundai@esl causing a public nuisance or a violation of an
ambient air standard. Watering should occur at kease daily, with complete site coverage.

All areas (including unpaved roads) with vehichffic shall be watered or have dust palliative &gphs
necessary for regular stabilization of dust emissio

All land clearing, grading, earth moving, or excéma activities on a project shall be suspended as
necessary to prevent excessive windblown dust wiieds are expected to exceed 20 mph.

All on-site vehicle traffic shall be limited to aeed of 15 mph on unpaved roads.

All inactive disturbed portions of the developmsité shall be covered, seeded or watered untiitalde
cover is established. Alternatively, the construtitontractor shall be responsible for applying-tasic
soil stabilizers to all inactive construction areas

All material transported off-site shall be eithaffiently watered or securely covered to preveumblic
nuisance.

Paved streets adjacent to the project shall betswvapashed at the end of each day, or as reqtored
removed excessive accumulation of silt and/or mbtlwmay have resulted from activities at the pbje
site.

If serpentine or ultramafic rock is discovered dgrgrading or construction, the NSAQMD must be
notified no later than the next business day aadZlifornia Code of Regulations, Title 17, Sect®®@15
applies.

To avoid significant generation of VOCs, all arebiural coatings shall utilize low-VOC paint (negter than
50g/L VOC). Prior to building permit issuance, theunty shall submit their list of low-VOC coatingsthe
NSAQMD for review and approval. Finally, all buildj plans shall include a note documenting which-\t@C
architectural coatings will be used in construction

As stated above, according to the NSAQMD, if thejgut emissions are at Level B or can be reducéevel B
with the addition of NSAQMD mitigation measureserithe air quality impact is considered less thgmifscant.
Because the project emissions are at Level B anti8AQMD recommended mitigation measures would be
implemented, this impact would be reducetkes than significant with mitigation incorporated

Project Operational Emissions

The project would result in the generation of Idagn operational emissions of criteria air polldsaaind ozone
precursors. Project-generated increases in emsssionld be predominantly associated with motor elehiise.




To a lesser extent, area sources, such as thd natuaal-gas-fired equipment, landscape maintemanc
equipment, and architectural coatings, would atsdribute to overall increases in emissions. Eroissi
attributed to energy use would be reduced throwghptiance with the California Green Building Cotleng-
term operational emissions attributable to the psep project are summarized in Table 6.

Based on the modeling conducted, daily operatiemassions associated with the proposed projectdvoot
exceed Level A significance thresholds. Thereftms,impact would be considered less than significa
However, NSAQMD still requires the implementatidmatigation measures for projects that generate
operational emissions. Therefore, the followingigation measure shall be implemented prior to the
commencement of project operations.

The County shall obtain an Authority to ConstruetrRit from NSAQMD for any source of air contamirattiat
exist after construction that is not exempt fronstBict permit requirements. All requirements oktpermit shall
be incorporated into standard operating procedaeuals or materials for the project.

The implementation of this mitigation measure woahdure this impact remaitess than significant

C) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollut ant concentrations?

Construction activities at the project site wowddult in short-term emissions of diesel exhaushfom-site
heavy-duty construction equipment. Particulate agshamitted from diesel-fueled engines (diesel R}
identified as a TAC by the California Air Resour&sard in 1998. The dose to which receptors areseg (a
function of construction and duration of expostseg primary factor used to determine health rigk potential
exposure to TAC emission levels that exceed afdgkcstandards). Dose is positively correlated witte,
meaning that a longer exposure period would résithigher exposure level for the maximally exgbse
individual. Thus, the risks estimated for a maxignakposed individual are higher if a fixed expasorccurs
over a longer period of time. According to the st@ffice of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA), health risk assessments, which deterntireekposure of sensitive receptors to TAC emissions
should be based on a 30-year exposure period; lwswch assessments should be limited to thedddumtion
of activities associated with the project (EDAW 2ZDdn addition, since diesel PM is known to behthjg
dispersive, emissions would diffuse rapidly frora Source, thus resulting in lower concentrationshach
receptors could be exposed. Thus, because thd osabdized equipment would be temporary and would
combine with the dispersive properties of diesel BMrt-term construction activities would not resu
exposure of sensitive receptors to substantialifasit concentrations.

Project operations would also include the genematicdiesel PM from waste-hauling trucks using diengines.
However, waste-hauling trucks are expected to geadewer diesel emissions due to improvementsgine
efficiencies and the emission control systems. Adse to the rapid dispersion of diesel emissiamsthe lack of
other significant TAC emission sources in the mbjécinity, the project would not be expected xpase
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant cotraéions. Therefore, this impact would less than significant




d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

The occurrence and severity of odor impacts depamaumerous factors, including the nature, frequeand
intensity of the source; wind speed and directaong the presence of sensitive receptors. WhilensiVe odors
rarely cause any physical harm, they can be unpiealeading to considerable distress and ofteergging
citizen complaints to local governments and regujahgencies.

The human nose’s ability to smell makes it the nsesisitive detection tool available; althoughhib@d be
remembered that sensitivity to odors is varialdefione person to the next. Quantifying the amo@intior that
constitutes an objectionable amount is virtuallpassible due to the wide variation in how peopleg®e odors
as well as the typically transient nature of odors.

Moving the acceptance of municipal solid waste amcenclosed building is expected to substantialiiyice the
odor generated from the handling of this wastéédite’s current open-sided PRA. The waste woaltdped
onto a concrete floor by commercial and self-haliigles and would be consolidated into the cerftédren
building. The waste would then be pushed to theeeaend of the facility where it would be loadatbia
waiting transfer truck using load-ports at the east of the building. By being located within arclesed
building, the building’s ventilation system can tap many of the odor emissions. Therefore, oderemated
from municipal solid waste received at the siteeaqgected to be reduced even though the volumeasfens
expected to increase in the future due to populaiowth in the service area.

The project also includes the repurposing of thé RiRfunction as an organics building. The repugzbBRA
would receive food waste and other organic frommential vehicles to assist in compliance with SB33and
AB 1886. Self-haul customers may also participatihé food diversion program in the future. Objaatible
odors from food waste are typically a result ofeanaic biological activity in the food waste. Theaarobic
decomposition of compounds containing nitrogen auitlir results in a number of gases, including bgen
sulfide (HS), ammonia, carbon dioxide, methane, nitrogengemyand hydrogen. Although many different
combinations of gases can occur at any given tingemost offensive odors are typically the restitraissions
of H,S. Odor management requires knowledge of and attetat the odor causing factors discussed aboveaand
understanding of the meteorological and geograpdnclitions. These factors affect odor dispersaltesnctl,
odor containment, treatment methods, materialslmandir handling, facility siting, predictive meting, odor
chemistry, odor measurement, community relatiombsaotitics. The conditions that lead to an off-sitkor
impact are complex and involve not only managementesses in the control of humans, but also mettegical
and topographic conditions.

During high winds, odors generated at the facdity usually diluted. During light wind conditionmtential
odor impacts can increase if dilution is minimiz€&lm wind conditions can once again result in loagor
impacts because even though there is minimal dilutiere is also only limited odor transportatiGulors are
going to be the most noticeable downwind of the. 3hen these odors are strong, or when a sliglezerexists,
odors can be transmitted over long distances. RBat@mcreases in odors may be offset by design,(baving
sufficient facility size to accommodate the voluaienaterial received) and/or operational procedwesh as
control of the materials accepted. Also, becauserthterials would be removed from the site withnt@ 72
hours, there would be a limited opportunity for teadecomposition to occur on the site, which isiagry
generator of odors.




Because these operations would occur within thetiegi open-sided PRA building, the potential existsodors
to migrate offsite and to affect sensitive recepiarthe local area. This impact would be consideaentially

significant.

The County shall develop and implement an Odor bhppanimization Plan (OIMP) prior to repurposingeth
PRA as an organics building. The OIMP shall idertiife specific operational procedures that will be
implemented to ensure that offsite sensitive remsgre not regularly exposed to offensive odossaated with
site operations. These operational procedures isishlide, but not be limited to, the following:

Prioritize the processing and offsite transportatitbfood waste and organics to minimize the paaént
for odor generation at the site.

Treat odiferous food waste and organics with consrally available odor neutralizing compounds that
will be applied using a commercial misting system.

Ensure all food waste is removed from the transtf@ion within 48 hours of receipt.

The implementation of these mitigation measuresldvoeduce this impact tess than significant with
mitigation incorporated.




3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
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IV. Biological Resources. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either dyrect ] X ] ]
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or specathist
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department ofrFis
and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any apari ] ] ] X
habitat or other sensitive natural community ickeedi
in local or regional plans, policies, or regulasar by
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife bet
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on statedarédly ] ] ] X
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or agh
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any ] ] ] X
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife spesior
with established native resident or migratory vifé|
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife seny
sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ] ] ] X
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Haiit ] ] ] X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or stateitht
conservation plan?

g) Introduce any factors (light, fencing, noiseqrtaun ] [l ] 4
presence and/or domesticated animals) which could
hinder the normal activities of wildlife?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This section describes the regional and local enwiental setting with regards to biological researas well as
the methods used to characterize the environmsettihg. This section describes resources in thiedical
study area (study area), which is defined as thknpinary project footprint (or proposed projedesialong with
a 100 foot bufferKigure 7).




Figure 7 Biological Study and Land Cover Area

Methodology

A literature review and surveys were performedharacterize the environmental setting of the stueya and to
determine the potential effects that project-relatetivities could have on biological resources.

Literature Review

Project-related documentation was reviewed forspiecific data regarding special-status speciesdiab
suitability. In addition, preliminary searches bétfollowing databases were performed to idenfigcsal-status
species and their habitats, as well as aquatiaress, with the potential to occur in the studyaare

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Informatifmn Planning and Consultation System (2020a)

USFWS Critical Habitat Portal (2020a)




California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFWal@ornia Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)
QuickView Tool in BIOS 5 (2020)

California Native Plant Society (CNPS) InventoryRadre, Threatened, and Endangered Plants of
California (2020)

Google Earth aerial imagery (2020)

The USFWS databases were queried to identify féglgnatected species and critical habitats with fotential
to occur in the study area. A query of the CNDDBwuled a list of processed and unprocessed spseitals
species occurrences in the Grass Valley and RoogjfiRaady, California, U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)
minute quadrangles. In addition, the CNPS databvasequeried to identify special-status plant spewiith the
potential to occur in the aforementioned USGS qaragles.

Rare Plant Surveys

In 2004, the CNPS performed a rare plant survetherCounty-owned land between the project sitethad
adjacent Animal Shelter. Two rare plants were ledand were identified as the Stebbins’ morningyglo
(Calystegia stebbingiiwhich is listed as endangered on the state ederél levels, and the Pine Hill flannelbush
(Fremontodendron decumbeénwhich is listed as rare at the state level ardhagered at the federal levdlhis

led to the development of a Memorandum of Undedstan(MOU) between the County, CDFW, CNPS, and the
California Department of Forestry and Fire ProtattiThe MOU addressed the management, maintenande,
restoration of the Stebbins’ morning glory and adeamic chaparral ecosystém.

HDR Engineering Inc. (HDR) conducted a rare plamysy for the proposed project in June 2017 and
documented the results in a July 11, 2017 méfitee rare plant survey was conducted on approxignfite
acres, including the area proposed for the nevarogr scale facilities, during the blooming periodthe various
federal, state, and locally rare plant speciesdbald occur in the study area. The HDR team olesktlre same
two federally-listed plant species as CNPS, Steblmorning glory and Pine Hill flannelbush, and mpag the
populations for future avoidance.

Field Investigation

A reconnaissance-level habitat assessment was ctaadiny HDR biologists on June 16 and June 24, 2020
determine the potential for special-status speaelsother sensitive biological resources to beddarthe
proposed study area. A protocol-level rare planteyuwas not included as part of the field investion;
however, a visual sweep of the grassland areagimeareviously identified rare plant populatiorssxconducted
with the purpose of checking to see if any previpidentified rare plant populations had extendieder to the
existing road and proposed project footprint. Neo mare plant populations or individuals were obeerin the

2 Letter from Karen I. Callahan of the Californiative Plant Society, to Michael Hill-Weld, Departm®f Transportation
and Sanitation, County of Nevada. May 15, 2004.

3 Resolution No. 15-180 of the Board of Supervisidrtie County of Nevada. Resolution approving dtiragency
memorandum of understanding (MOU) for the protectibthe Stebbins Morning Glory and developmerammendangered
plant management plan at the Nevada County Anirelt& and McCourtney Road Transfer Station. Pagsddadopted
April 28, 2015.

4 Memo from Todd Wong, HDR, to David Garcia, CouofyNevada. McCourtney Road Transfer Station Jii&r Rare
Plant Survey Results. July 11, 2017.
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grassland areas between the chaparral habitatxistohg transfer station. During this investigati@tebbins’
morning glory was observed in areas previouslytifled during the 2017 survey. An assessment ottttiéicial
wet area and man-made collection basin was condlbgt&¢iDR Professional Wetland Scientists on Decembe
12, 2020. Data was collected on vegetation, saild,hydrology. Refer to tHeensitive Communities and Aquatic
Resourcesection below for more information.

Environmental Setting

The study area is highly disturbed and mostly cigsif the active transfer station infrastructooadways, and
waste management areas. These areas consist priafdrardscape, gravel, or compacted soil, angbsgittle
to no vegetation. Non-native grassland surrounelsdhds and active transfer station area. Thelgraks
dominated by invasive species including medusalielgthus caput-meduspdarbed goatgrasdégilops
truncilalis), wild oat @Avena fatu® various bromesBromusspp.), and perennial ryegrag®estuca perennjs
Other non-native forb species typical of highlytdibed areas, such as red-stem filaEE®dium cicutariun,
yellow star-thistle Centaurea solstitialis and field bindweedJonvolvulus arvensjsare also common.

The outer portions of the northern and southwegttrdy area are more heavily vegetated and dondirgte
native gabbro chaparral species. Scattered gray(inus sabinianpand interior live oakQuercuswislizeni)
make up the sparse overstory. The shrub layerigragmt and composed primarily of white leaf mantzani
(Arctostaphylos viscidasp.viscidg, buckbrush Ceanothus cuneatwsr. cuneatuy, poison oakToxicodendron
diversilobun) and scattered MacNab cyprebe§perocyparis macnabiajpaGround cover is moderate and
mostly consists of native species such as creegzigg $alvia sonomensisBarbed wire fencing surrounds most
of the chaparral communities on the north sidéefdtudy area, and signs have been hung alongnbe f
designating it as a plant protection arfeigure 7 shows the location of various land cover typethenstudy area.

Special-Status Species

Candidate, sensitive, or special-status speciescanenonly characterized as species that are antaitask or
actual risk to their persistence in a given areacooss their native habitat. These species heer laentified
and assigned a status ranking by governmental aggesiech as CDFW, USFWS, and private organizasank
as CNPS. The degree to which a species is at fisktimction is the determining factor in assignangtatus
ranking. Some common threats to a species’ or ptipals persistence include habitat loss, degradatnd
fragmentation, as well as human conflict and intmusFor this biological review, special-statusaps are
defined by the following codes:

listed, proposed, or candidates for listing untierfederal Endangered Species Act (50 CFR 17.11 —
listed; 61Federal Register591, February 28, 1996 — candidates)

listed or proposed for listing under the CaliforBiadangered Species Act (FGC 1992 Section 2050 et
seq.; 14 CCR Section 670.1 et seq.)

designated Species of Special Concern by CDFW
designated Fully Protected by CDFW (FGC Sectiorisl 38700, 5050, and 5515)

species that meet the definition of rare or endaetyander CEQA (14 CCR Section 15380), including
California Rare Plant Rank 1B and 2B




The results of the USFWS, CDFW, and CNPS databasees identified three special-status plaatsl a single
special-status wildlife species with the potentiabe affected by project-related activities. Thiestude the two
aforementioned plants, Stebbins’ morning glory Btk Hill flannelbush. An additional plant, chadsedge
(Carex xerophilghas the potential to occur in areas similar & tf the two other plants, specifically in the
chaparral communities. Chaparral sedge has nodkdestate listing; however, it has a Californiar&Plant
Rank of 1B.2 and was observed during previous licaheurveys as a chaparral associate. Blainvieimed
lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillli, a California species of special concern, isahlg special-status animal with the
potential to occur on the project site. This spebias been previously observed on the transfeéosfatoperty?

Sensitive Communities and Aquatic Resources

Sensitive communities include those that are ofigpheoncern to resource agencies or those thairatected
under CEQA, Sections 1600 to 1603 of the CalifoFig and Game Code (FGC), and/or Sections 404@d
of the Clean Water Act. Sensitive communities tgfjceither contain special-status species, ttespeaiated
habitat, or are sufficiently rare themselves toresatr protection as ranked by the NatureServe HgriRrogram
Status Rank (Faber-Langendoen 2012).

The only primarily native stands of vegetation e chaparral communities in the northern and seeskern
portions of the study area. These areas are domitgt white leaf manzanita, gray pine, and intdii@ oak and
would be assigned a rank of S4: Apparently Secutdreommon but not rare; some cause for long-temecem
due to declines or other factors. Natural Commasitvith ranks of S1-S3 are considered Sensitivarsiat
Communities to be addressed in the environment@weprocesses of CEQA and its equivalents. Thaserof
the communities in the study area are considenasitsge per the Heritage Program. The gabbro switierlying
the study area and chaparral communities are krniowapport a unique suite of plant species, marwhath are
considered rare; however, the community as a wisolet afforded any protections.

A network of man-made drainage ditches bisectsgutof the study area. Most of the ditches hawnbe
concrete lined, while others are vegetated witharily upland species (Figure 7). This drainagevoet is
referred to as Drainage Area 3 in the Storm Wadduton Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The ditches armected
via culverts and all eventually drain into the cate-lined catchment basin (known as the Northi8edtation
Basin in the SWPPP) in the northeastern portiah@fite. Based on site conditions observed duhadield
investigation and a review of historic aerials, th@n-made drainages are ephemeral in nature. Biade
network begins near the center of the study ardanas created to facilitate drainage of storm water excess
water resulting from ongoing transfer station ofiers.

A small artificial wet area (~0.02 acre) has fornred depression between two active waste areasibef a
leaking water pump and runoff. Both this wet aned the associated man-made drainage ditches afgpear
eventually drain into the cement-lined catchmeirbaorth of the study area. The catchment badifaldgiinto a
boulder field, which transitions into an ephemetadnnel that runs east, eventually draining inttlzer series of
channels tributary to Wolf Creek. In addition, ammaade, earthen collection basin (~0.02 acre) aoeast of the
drainage network in an isolated depression witlbutfall. Finally, two large detention basins aregant east of
the transfer station. These basins are not inclfwiglder in this discussion as they are completaiated,

5 Mostly referred to as “rare plants” in this te@bnsider rare plants to have the same definittospcial-status plants as
defined here.
6 California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 20areFind 5Phynosoma blainvilliDccurrence #577




artificial, and do not support vegetation. RefeFigure 7 for the locations of the artificial weta, drainage
ditches, lined detention basins, and man-madeatmiebasin.

The artificial wet area and man-made collectiorirbagre assessed for wetland indicators, inclutiireg
presence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soild eetland hydrology. All three indicators need ®gresent
for an area to be considered a wetland (Environahématboratory 1987). Both areas are dominated bl ru
(Juncusspp.), a genus that is designated as either faéiveltaet or obligate and qualifies as hydrophytic
vegetation. Soil saturation was present at botatioos, and is an indicator of wetland hydrolodih@ugh
artificial or resulting from man-made disturbands.previously mentioned, the hydrology of the &oi#l wet
area is fed by a leaking water pump and standirtgnis present. This area is considerably wetian the man-
made collection basin, which appears to be fedusiatly by runoff. Finally, soils were assessethatartificial
wet area, and were found to not be hydric. It camdsumed that the soils underlying the man-maltkcton
basin are not hydric, as well, due to the areagoeamsiderably less wet than, and a similar spiétio, the
artificial wet area. The areas do not have hydits sthus, they do not meet the definition of alamd per
Corps’ guidance (Environmental Laboratory 1987)eSédata, including the location, extent, and gictgnally
of on-site features, have not been verified byute. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) or the Redidtater
Quality Control Board (Water Board).

According to current definitions and regulationsna of the onsite features appear to be jurisdiatiorhe
Navigable Water Protection Rule, which was publishg the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and.U
Army Corps of Engineers on April 21, 2020, defitles federal government’s Clean Water Act permitting
jurisdiction over waters of the United States (Nia#l Archives 2020). The rule states that a wetlaodld be
considered a water of the United States if it imeeht to other jurisdictional waters. The rule leitly excludes
ephemeral features that flow only in direct resgatasprecipitation, including ephemeral streamsles; gullies,
rills and pools. The rule also excludes ditches @ina not traditional navigable waters, tributarmsthat are not
constructed in adjacent wetlands; artificiallygated areas that would revert to upland if aréfigirigation
ceases; and storm water control features consthactexcavated in upland or in non-jurisdictionaters to
convey, treat, infiltrate or store storm water rifinAccording to these exclusions, it appears thaton-site
drainage ditches and artificial wet area wouldb®tonsidered waters of the U.S. In addition, the+made
collection basic is completely isolated from otheters, and for this reason, would not be constiere
jurisdictional by the Corps.

The Water Board adopted the State Wetland Defmiiod Procedures for Discharges of Dredged oMgiterial
to Waters of the State in April 2019. The statelavet definition excludes artificial wetlands undeacre in size
that are not: created by modification of a surfaeger of the state; approved by an agency as cosapay
mitigation for impacts to other waters of the stafecifically identified in a water quality contygdan as a
wetland or other water of the state; or, resultechfhistoric human activity, is not subject to oimgpoperation
and maintenance, and has become a relatively pemhpart of the natural landscape. Based on tliisitien, it
appears both the artificial wet area and the madencallection basin would be excluded as stateandt as
neither are considered naturalized or a relatipelynanent part of the landscape. Both featuresdumatl occur
but for the ongoing activities at the transferistatind are subject to ongoing maintenance andturtance.
Linear waters of the state are not explicitly definn the state wetland definition; however, itlddoe inferred
that the cement-lined, man-made drainage ditchar&twould be excluded based on language excluding
artificial wetlands. This language includes thelesion of features that were constructed, curramlyd and




maintained, for detention, retention, infiltratiar,treatment of stormwater runoff and other palhis or runoff
subject to regulation under a municipal, constargtor industrial stormwater permitting program.

DiscussIoN

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either direct ly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or sp  ecial-status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the Californ ia Department of Fish and Wildlife or the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

The footprint of the proposed project is largeyatg within previously developed or highly rudeaa¢as of the
existing transfer station. The majority of impaictivegetated areas would be associated with thenative
grassland areas north of the existing scales, hasvthe patches of ruderal grassland betweeadtige waste
areas. These areas provide little to no habitaggecial-status species as they are filled withsmne annual
grasses and are subject to high levels of exislistyirbance including, but not limited to, dust awise
generated by traffic coming and going from the ¢fanstation and its various waste areas. Althdbghmajority
of project-related impacts would be associated Wigihly disturbed areas, small portions of theveathaparral
community would be impacted by project-relatedwatitis. The study area has the potential to supperthree
species of rare plant and one special-status lizardously cited, and also provides suitable ngdtiabitat for
raptors and migratory birds. Each of these spagimsps is discussed in more detail below.

Rare Plants

As previously mentioned, three species of raretpiame been observed on the project site duringque
surveys and include Stebbins’ morning-glory, Pinkk ftannelbush, and chaparral sedge. All threecigmare
associated with the chaparral community north audhsvest of the existing transfer station. Raretpsarrveys
in 2017 found a Stebbins’ morning-glory populatiorthe new entrance road and scale facility develant area.
Although the proposed project has been designagdil rare plants to the greatest extent possinlgacts may
result from project-related activities if they océm (1) areas identified as rare plant locationthe 2017 survey;
(2) areas previously fenced as plant protectioasgrand, (3) areas mapped as the chaparral conynfanit
suitable habitat for the rare plant species idietiherein). Should avoidance of these areas nathievable,
then impacts on rare plants could occur in the fofrtompaction, trampling, removal, or degradatibhabitat.
Because implementation of project-related actisitigay result in direct and/or indirect effects bese species,
this would be consideredptentially significant impact.

The following mitigation measure shall be implengshprior to the initiation of project constructiaativities:

A qualified biologist shall be retained to condow@ndatory contractor/worker awareness training for
construction personnel. The awareness training avbelprovided to all construction personnel, or
personnel entering the project sites, to brief tlenthe locations of sensitive biological resouytesv to
identify species most likely to be present, reqlimeoidance and minimization measures for bioldgica
resources, and to brief them on the penaltiesdocamplying with biological mitigation requirementf
new personnel are added to the project, the cdotraould be required to receive the mandatornyningj
before starting work.




The following measures shall be conducted priarp work conducted in and within 100 feet of mapped
chaparral areas. Work areas more than 100 feet frarmythe chaparral communities do not apply.

Prior to construction, a qualified botanist sha&lrkbtained to perform focused surveys for the ptaets
determined to have the potential to occur at tlogept site (in or within 100 feet of chaparral).€EBe
surveys shall serve to document the presence/abséticese species in and adjacent to (within £@g, f
where appropriate) proposed impact areas, inclugimgporary construction areas. These surveys sgall
conducted at the proper time of year when targetisp are both evident and identifiable. Surveydl sh

be scheduled to coincide with known blooming pesjathd/or during appropriate developmental periods
that are necessary to identify the plant speciesntern. Surveys should be done within two yefrs o
construction. This will result in survey findingsat are close enough to construction start to be
considered valid while leaving enough time priocamstruction to obtain necessary permits and/or
develop a mitigation plan, if necessary.

Any rare plant species that are identified in gaeent to the project sites, but not proposed to be
disturbed, shall be protected by flagging, signagange construction fence, and/or silt fence as
appropriate based on site conditions to limit tfieats of project-related activities and materialc&piles
on any special-status plant species.

If state-listed plant species (Stebbins’ morningrglor Pine Hill flannelbush) are identified in theoject
site and avoidance is not possible, then the CDRall be consulted to determine a mitigation strateg
and/or if an Incidental Take Permit is neces$sary

If other rare plant species (such as chaparraleyeatg identified in the project site and projedated
activities would result in the loss of greater tH&96 of a population or occupied habitat for thmeces,
a mitigation plan shall be developed that describpsogram to transplant, salvage, cultivate, &ad r
establish the species at suitable sites. The plalhiaclude means and methods to propagate affeare
plants via vegetative or reproductive means (bayvesting of seed or seed bank through topsoll
collection, salvaging and transplanting or collegtof cuttings), as appropriate for the specied, an
transplant at suitable receiving sites as clogbda@xisting population as possible. Propagatiah an
transplantation shall occur prior to constructidhe receiving location would be evaluated and chose
based on similarity to conditions at the transpsmirce location, to the extent feasible. Site dant to
consider when choosing a receiving site includeespubstrate, hydrology, associated species, and
canopy cover. The transplanted plants shall be tmi@d for at least one year following construction.

The implementation of these mitigation measuresldvoeduce this impact tiess than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

Blainville’s Horned Lizard

The study area provides suitable habitat for Bl#igis horned lizard. This species prefers loog®e &oils for
burrowing, open areas for basking, and dense #®liagcover. The lizard may be found throughoutdtusly

7 Per Section 2081 subdivision (b) of the CalifarRish and Game Code




area; however, the most ideal habitat is locatealydvwom the transfer station, in less disturbesréndividuals
likely avoid the highly disturbed areas of the #fan station associated with daily operations lier tost part;
however, previous records of this species on tbgpr site are associated with the leach fieldizswds may
wander into more active portions of the site. Theppsed project is not anticipated to significathange the
level of disturbance when compared to the existimgditions associated with daily operations, thius, level of
potential for impacts on Blainville’s horned lizasdnot expected to increase. There is potentiahiis species to
wander into construction areas during project im@etation, but no significant alterations to héttatie
anticipated. For these reasons, the project’s itspat Blainville’s horned lizard would be considiless than
significant.

Nesting Raptors and Migratory Birds

The study area may provide nesting, wintering anfd@ging habitat for migratory birds and raptoki.native
breeding birds (except game birds during the hgrgason), regardless of their listing statuspestected under
California Fish and Game Code 3503. Ground dishwbaas well as vegetation and structure cleanmong the
nesting season could result in direct effects atimg birds should they be present in constructieas.
Typically, there is potential for construction r@&nd other human activity to result in nest abandmnt if
nesting birds are present within the vicinity of fproject site; however, this seems unlikely gitlehigh level

of existing disturbance associated with the dagrations of the transfer station. Project impletagon is
unlikely to result in a noticeable increase inulisance compared to the existing conditions. Itlmassume that
any birds nesting in the vicinity would be acclieto a high level disturbance and the only impamild be

risk of direct nest destruction via clearing. Thmpacts of direct nest destruction on nesting birdsld be
considered potentially significant impact.

The following mitigation measure shall be implengshprior to the initiation of project construction
activities:

When possible, conduct all vegetation and/or sfinectlearing outside of the nesting season. lfritiga
and/or construction activities would occur durihg hesting season (March 1 to August 31), then
preconstruction surveys to identify active migrgtbird and/or raptor nests shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 7 days prior to consttion initiation. Focused surveys must be perforringa
gualified biologist for the purposes of determinthg presence or absence of active nest sitegin an
within 100 feet of active construction areas.

If active nest sites are identified within 100 feéthe project site, a no-disturbance buffer shall
established prior to commencement of any projdatad activities to avoid disturbances to nesting
activities. A no-disturbance buffer constituteae in which project-related activities such asetation
removal, earth moving, and construction cannot nctoe size of no-disturbance buffers would be
determined by a qualified biologist based on therms, activities in the vicinity of the nest, and
topographic and other visual barriers.

The implementation of this mitigation measure alwaiiifp mitigation measure BIO-1 would reduce thigpant to
less than significant with mitigation incorporated




b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any ripari  an habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, po licies, or regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife orthe U .S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

The study area does not contain any riparian hadritsensitive natural communities as identifiedtey CDFW
or the USFWS. Therefore, the project would hasempact on riparian habitat or sensitive natural commaesiti
A discussion of the project’s effects on potentraters and wetlands is provided in response totiques)

below.

C) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally p  rotected wetlands (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) thro ugh direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

The site’s storm water drainage system includestaark of man-made drainage ditches that bisediquar of
the study area. The majority of the drainages @inereconcrete lined or are vegetated swales stipgaspland
species. A small artificial wet area (~0.02 acra9 formed in a depression between two active veastes
because of a leaking water pump and runoff. Batwtlet area and the associated man-made draintfpesli
drain into the concrete-lined catchment basin,moftthe study area. The catchment basin outfiaitsa boulder
field, which transitions into an ephemeral charthat runs east, eventually draining into anotheesef
channels tributary to Wolf Creek. A man-made, eartbollection basin (~0.02 acre) occurs east ofithenage
network in an isolated depression with no outfd#ither the artificial wet area nor the man-madéesction basin
meet the definition of a wetland due to an absefi¢gdric soils. Furthermore, onsite features doappear to be
jurisdictional due to a combination of isolatioorn other jurisdictional features, their artificratin-made nature,
and/or their ephemeral characterization. For theasons, the project is anticipated to hawémpact on federal
and state-regulated aquatic resources.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native residen t or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

The study area does not contain any features thalidvtypically facilitate wildlife movement, sucls a@parian
corridors or other contiguous spans of vegetatoxeec The proposed project would not significamtigrease the
existing level of ongoing human disturbance andld/owt remove any habitat suitable for facilitatiinwildlife
movement. For these reasons, project implementatiaid not interfere substantially with the movemehany
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife spesj or with established native resident or migsatatdlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife seny sites. Therefore, there wouldrimimpact

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances p rotecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance?

The proposed project would comply with local pa&iand ordinances pertaining to biological resajrsgch as
those include in the Nevada County Code and NeCademty General Plan. Section L-Il 4.3.12 set stadf&lto
avoid the impact of development on rare, threate@edangered, and special-status species anchdigtat, or
where avoidance is not possible, to minimize or pensate for such impacts, and to retain their Aahf non-
disturbance open space. The proposed project veomighly with this ordinance through avoidance and
minimization. Section L-Il 4.3.15 of the Nevada @ouCode protects landmark trees, landmark grcaed,
heritage trees and groves. Trees or groves mebigndefinitions provided in this ordinance were oalaserved in




the study area. The proposed project is not aatiegto result in the removal of trees or any otfiglogical

resources protected by local ordinances. Sectiiill3.17 sets standards for protection of aquatsources. The
proposed project would be conducted in accordaniteall regulations protecting aquatic resources sensitive

communities. The proposed project would not conilith local policies and ordinances protectingldgical
resources. Therefore, there wouldrizeimpact.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habit at Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regiona |, or state habitat conservation plan?

The project site is not located within an adoptedbitht Conservation Plan, Natural Community Coreson
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or statsitAt conservation plan. Therefore, the projeatidiamot
conflict with any such plan and there wouldrmeimpact.

0)] Introduce any factors (light, fencing, noise, hu man presence and/or domesticated
animals) which could hinder the normal activities o f wildlife?

The project site is currently an active waste manant operation that by its design, discouragedlifeluse.
The majority of the site is disturbed and it prasddittle to no habitat value. Also the waste mamagnt
activities, including regular vehicle traffic detinng waste, a consistent human presence, andéheflneavy
machinery, minimizes wildlife attraction to theesiThe proposed project would expand the waste gesnent
activities that currently occur at the site. Howetke proposed project would not introduce nevsukat would
hinder the normal activities of wildlife. Therefotbere would b&o impact.




3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES
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V. Cultural Resources. Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in theisame ] ] ] X
of a historical resource pursuant to Section 15954.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the isimi ] X ] []
of an archaeological resource pursuant to Section
15064.5?

c) Disturb any human remains, including those netgr [l = [l ]

outside of formal cemeteries?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The Grass Valley area and the surrounding regietkiaown to contain numerous remains associatedeaitly
Native American occupation and historic-era adgegit Ethnographically, the project area is situatitin the
traditional territory of the Nisenan (sometimesered to as the Southern Maidu) (Ritter and Schi2;
Voegelin 1942; Wilson and Towne 1978, 1979). TheeNan territory included the drainages of the Y e,
and American rivers, and the lower drainages ofFdmther River, extending from the crest of therSiblevada
to the banks of the Sacramento River. Aside frorty&gpanish explorers and probable trappers amftsafrom
the Hudson Bay Company, the Sierra Nevada foattgilon and Sacramento Valleys were virtually utesethy
Euro-Americans prior to the Gold Rush.

A wave of gold seekers descended upon Califorrigtlag foothill and mountain regions of the Sierevhda
following the discovery of gold at Coloma on theuBoFork American River in January of 1848. Rapidjor
impacts from mining and settlement, quickly causewflicts between Native peoples and Euro-Americeing
quickly appropriated Native American lands as tiogin (Hurtado 1988a, 1988b, 2006; Wilson and Towne
1978). Apart from the Auburn area’s prominence asrdang support center during the middle and laftecades
of the 1800s, the arrival of the Central Pacifidlf@ad in 1864 (part of the Transcontinental Railiaas of 1869)
in Junction (subsequently known as Rocklin) usheredseries of historic-era developments where
transportation became the dominant historic-erm¢éhef the region (Wells 1880, Nevada County 1915).

Historic and Unique Archaeological Resources

Under CEQA, historical resources and “unique aroltagcal resources” are recognized as a part of the
environment (Public Resources Code Sections 2100410683.2, 21084(e), 21084.1). In 1992, the Rubli
Resources Code was amended as it affects histoemalirces. The amendments included creation of the
California Register of Historical Resources (PuBlEsources Code Sections 5020.4, 5024.1 and 5024.6)

The California Register is an authoritative listengd guide for state and local agencies and priyateps and
citizens in identifying historical resources. Thiging and guide indicates which resources shoelgrotected
from substantial adverse change.




Under CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, an “hisadriesource” includes: (1) a resource listed in, or
determined to be eligible by the State Historicat®urces Commission for listing in, the CaliforRiegister of
Historical Resources; (2) a resource listed incalloegister of historical resources or identifiec historical
resource survey meeting the requirements in Seb6@4.1(g) of the Public Resources Code; and (8)oaject,
building, structure, site, area, place, recordnanuscript that a lead agency determines is histibyisignificant
or significant in the architectural, engineeringjestific, economic, agricultural, educational, isbcpolitical,
military, or cultural annals of California, providéhe determination is supported by substantiaenge in light
of the whole record; or a resource determined lead agency to be “historical,” as defined in PuBesources
Code Sections 5020.1(j) or 5024.1.

CEQA is also concerned with effects of a projectumique archaeological resources.” If an archagiokd site
meets the definition of a unique archaeologicabwese (Public Resources Code Section 21083.2),ttieesite
must be treated in accordance with the specialigions for such resources, which include time awst ¢
limitations for implementing mitigation. “Unique&raeological resource” is defined as “an archaécdbg
artifact, object, or site about which it can beachg demonstrated that, without merely adding ®d¢hrrent body
of knowledge, there is a high probability that gets the following criteria:

Contains information needed to answer importamrgific research questions and that there is a
demonstrable public interest in that information.

Has a special and particular quality such as biiagldest of its type or the best available exanablits
type.

Is directly associated with a scientifically recaggd important prehistoric or historic event orqmer.
[Public Resources Code Section 21083.2 (g)]”

If it can be demonstrated that a project will catiamage to a unique archaeological resource, dtedgency
may require reasonable efforts to be made to pemyitor all of these resources to be preservethoepr left in
an undisturbed state. Examples of that treatmendescribed in the code. To the extent that unique
archaeological resources are not preserved in plaledt in an undisturbed state, mitigation measwshall be
required as provided in the code. The code alsmeplimitations on the extent, cost and timing dfgation
measures that can be required by the lead agency.

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the signif  icance of a historical resource pursuant
to Section 15064.5?

On behalf of Nevada County, HDR conducted backgiaesearch and requested a records search froNotitle
Central Information Center (NCIC) of the Califormigstorical Resources Information System located at
California State University, Sacramento. The res@eharch included examining resource location raags
records for archaeological sites, historic buifierces, and tribal resources; and consultingiggpooperty
files, including the National Register of HistoRtaces, California Register of Historical Resouyties Historic
Property Data File and Built Environment Resourd@®ory for Nevada County, and California Historic
Landmarks. The background research also includediew of historical General Land Office plats (G&)&nd
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic quadesht identify the potential to encounter histasites and
features potentially still present within the paijarea. In a letter dated June 16, 2020 (NCIC 2aB6 NCIC




indicated that no previous cultural resource sttiEve been conducted at the project site but mégois study
had been conducted within the 0.25-mile searchugadl support of the Nevada County Animal Sheltbe
NCIC concluded that no previously recorded resaiece located either within the project area ohivithe
0.25-mile search radius.

HDR'’s Senior Cultural Resource Specialist Jay Llogdducted an intensive pedestrian survey of thipgrarea
on June 16, 2020 using transects spaced no maré.thaeters (approximately 33 feet) apart. Thel fselrvey
was completed by examining all accessible lands @entle to moderate slopes, locations with nmaderate
densities of vegetation, other areas deemed Iy fieisonnel to be safe) within the project are@pogoaphic
features encountered in areas considered to biigerar cultural resources (i.e., springs, drges, terraces,
ridge tops, etc.) were thoroughly inspected. Adessible lands in the project area were examinkee tfeinsfer
station facilities were constructed in 1994 andyeffiore, do not meet the 50-year-old minimum agestiold for
eligibility consideration for listing on either $¢aor national registers. Observations made duhagedestrian
survey indicate the natural landscape within tloggat area has been heavily modified by the foriaedfill
activities and current transfer station operatiamd any cultural resources, if present, have libelgn
substantially disturbed or destroyed.

The pedestrian survey and records search did antifg any newly discovered or previously recordéstoric
properties, historical resources, archaeologitassbr objects within the project area. The bawkgd research
did not identify any previous structures, roadsldings, or other historic-era facilities which mstjll be extant
within the project area. Therefore, the propos&geet would not cause a substantial adverse chare
significance of a historical resource and thereld/w@no impact

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the signif  icance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5?

No archaeological resources were identified orstteeduring the record search or the site pedessuavey.
Based on the prior site disturbance associatedpegtious operation of the landfill as well as demstruction
and operation of the transfer station facilitiesdescussed in response to question a) above chaewlogical
resources are expected to be located within thegsed project area. However, there is always tlsipitity that
archaeological resources are located within this saderlying the facility and improvement actiggicould
damage or destroy these previously undiscoverdthaatogical resources. The disturbance of archgmalo
resources during project construction would be iclamed gpotentially significant impact.

The following mitigation measures shall be impleteeinduring project construction activities:

If potential Native American prehistoric, historarchaeological or cultural resources includingdeia
soil, artifacts, chipped stone, exotic rock (notivgg, or unusual amounts of baked clay, shellaréare
uncovered during any on-site construction actigjtal work must immediately stop in the area. Work
shall cease within 100 feet of the find regardtEfsshether the construction is being actively morad
by a cultural resources specialist, professiongiazologist, or representative from a culturallfiiafed
Native American Tribe. Following discovery, a preg@nal archaeologist, in consultation with any




culturally-affiliated Native American Tribes, withake recommendations to Nevada County for further
evaluation and treatment, as appropriate.

In the event that Native American prehistoric, dnit, archaeological or cultural deposits or isedat
found to be ineligible for inclusion in the Califoa Historic Register of Historical Resources are
identified within the project area, culturally appriate treatment and disposition shall be detezdhin
following coordination with any culturally-affiliad Native American Tribes as appropriate. Cultyrall
appropriate treatment may be, but is not limitegptocessing materials in a lab for reburial, miainyg
handling of cultural objects, leaving objects iaqd within the landscape, or returning objects to a
location within the project area where they wilt be subject to future impacts.

The implementation of these mitigation measuresldvoeduce this impact tess than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

C) Disturb any human remains, including those inter red outside of formal cemeteries?

Based on the prior site disturbance associatedpegtious operation of the landfill as well as deastruction
and operation of the transfer station facilities,imterred human remains are expected to be loedthth the
project area. However, there is always the podsibbilat human remains are located under the facild
improvements could damage or destroy previouslyssogtered human remains. The disturbance of human
remains during project construction would be coaxgd gpotentially significant impact.

The following mitigation measure shall be implensshtiuring project construction activities:

If articulated or disarticulated human remainsdiseovered during construction activities, all wetall
cease with 100 feet of the find and the Nevada §oGoroner shall be contacted immediately. Upon
determination by the Nevada County Coroner thafititeis Native American in origin, the Native
American Heritage Commission will be contacted atltlassign the Most Likely Descendent who will
work with Nevada County to define appropriate meatt and disposition of the burials. Following a
review of the find and consultation with the NatAmnerican Tribe and appropriate experts, if neagssa
Nevada County may authorize work to proceed buly be accompanied by the additional requirements
or special conditions that provide for protectidrite site and/or additional measures necessary to
address the unique or sensitive nature of the\8ltek in the area of the cultural resource discpveay
only proceed after authorization is granted by Nev@ounty following coordination with tribal
representatives and cultural resource expertgaéssary and as appropriate.

The implementation of this mitigation measure waduce this impact tess than significant with mitigation
incorporated.




3.6 ENERGY
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VI. Energy. Would the project:

a) Result in potentially significant environmeritapact [l ] X [l
due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local pkan ] ] ] X
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project would require the use of energy dubiath construction and operations consisting oftatsty,
natural gas and petroleum fuels. Electrical andrnahgas services are provided to the projectsitBacific Gas
& Electric Company.

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation?

The proposed project would be built using constonctechniques that are consistent with industapdards. In
addition, the project would be required to complthwitle 24 Building Energy Efficiency Standardghich
provide minimum efficiency standards related tdaas building features, including water and spasating and
cooling equipment, building insulation and roofilmgd lighting. Implementation of the Title 24 stardb
significantly reduces energy usage, and it is assutimat incorporation of Title 24 Energy Efficien8tandards
ensures projects would not result in the ineffitigrasteful, or unnecessary consumption of energy.

Following construction, site operations would requhe continued use of electricity and natural gkmsvever,
this energy usage would support the basic pubfideeof waste collection, recycling and dispo3dlerefore,
the site operations would not be considered a Wdstrefficient, or unnecessary consumption ofrgge The
project’s energy usage impacts wouldédxs than significant

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

The proposed project includes constructing andaiey transfer station improvements at the pragéet The
construction and operation of these improvementsldvoot conflict with or obstruct any state or Ibpkan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency. Thereftrere would bao impact




3.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS
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VII.Geology and Soils. Would the project:

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substahti
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injwoy
death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as ] ] ] X
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? (Refer to
California Geological Survey Special Publication
42)

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? ] ] ] X
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including ] ] ] X
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides? ] O] ] X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the los®psoil? ] X ] ]
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that istable, ] X ] ]
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquafact
or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in &4lg- ] ] ] X
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994, as updated)
creating substantial direct or indirect risks fe bbr
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supportieguge ] [l ] 4

of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleoiaigical ] ] ] X
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Geology

The project site is located in the western foadholl the Sierra Nevada Range. The Sierra Nevaaéaigie fault
block composed of granitic and metamorphic rodksdigently from the summit near Donner Lake towst,
where the block dips under sedimentary and alluuidls of the Sacramento Valley.

The Geologic Map of the Chico Quadrangle, Califarinidicates that the site is underlain by Mesormssive
diabase. The Mesozoic era encompass a time pedodd5 to 248 million years ago (NV5 2020).




Topography

The topography of the project site ranges betweseiglly flat to gently sloping towards the east aouth with
moderately sloping fill slopes to the north, east aouth. Elevations range from approximately 2,269,310
feet above mean sea level (NV5 2020).

Seismicity

The project site is located in the Foothills F&stem, which is the major regional geologic feaiarthe project
area. The fault system extends from the Melone¥ Fane on the east to the westernmost exposure of
metamorphic rocks west of the Bear Mountain Faahe&Z These faults are not considered to be actigdtse
relative risk of earthquakes in this region is ¢desed to be lower than in other areas of the Stdte Foothills
Fault System is designated as a Type C fault awitle Jow seismicity and a low rate of recurrence/6\2020).

The Fault Activity Map of California and Adjacentgas does not identify Holocene and/or Late Quatgrage
faults (displacement within the last 700,000 yeaighin or adjacent to the project site. The progte does not
lie within or adjacent to an Alquist—Priolo Eartladge Fault Zone (NV5 2020).

Site Soils

The project site is located in an area containivgoil types. The majority of the site containg ebcut and fill
land. Areas along the western and northern bounztawmtain Secca-rock outcrop complex, 2 to 50 persiepes.

The soil survey describes cut and fill land as scelilaneous land type containing areas that hase aidered by
methods other than mining. In places, the subsghboent rock is exposed.

The soil survey describes the Secca-rock outcrogptex as moderately well-drained soil underlairbbgic
igneous and metamorphic bedrock. About 10 to 46gerof this complex is rock outcrop. Permeabibtglow.
A typical soil profile is described as follows: Therface layer is approximately 15 inches of brand reddish-
brown gravely silt loam (medium acidic and slighalgidic). The subsoil layer is described as appnakgly 30
inches of yellowish-red cobbly silt clay loam, stgebrown cobbly clay, and light yellowish-brown gedly light
clay (medium acidic and slightly acidic). The subsotypically underlain by partially weatheredsbarock at a
depth of 45 inches (NV5 2020).

Site Soil Investigations

NV5 investigated the subsurface soil, rock and gdewater conditions in 2020 by excavating explorator
trenches, drilling exploratory borings, and perforgiseismic refraction surveys. This included extang 10
exploratory trenches and 13 exploratory boringesgthe project site. In addition, 6 seismic rdfoacsurveys
were conducted across the site.

In general, undocumented fills were encounteretkfths of approximately 5 to 26 feet below the gobsurface
(bgs). Undocumented fills contained organics aratideincluding tires, ropes, steel cable, metedyss, concrete
rubble, plastics, ceramics, glass, and a crushaghbdn drum. In the open field located east ofdRisting
transfer station and west of the wood/yard wasteagement area, relatively well indurated, hard dend (likely
nested) estimated to be up to approximately 10ifegitameter were encountered. The undocumented




heterogeneous and boulder fills were underlainesjdual soil and/or weathered granitic rock. Beknwas
generally encountered between approximately 2248rféet bgs; however, areas of shallower rock apypea
exist at the project site. Resistant material entered in borings B3-A and B3-B at an approximaptd of 6
feet bgs appeared to be shallow bedrock basedilbnglobservations and a seismic refraction surpeyformed
in this area. Another seismic refraction surveyidatks shallow bedrock is located in the southeastea of the
project site (NV5 2020).

Liguefaction

Liguefaction is a phenomenon where loose, saturatat-cohesive soils such as silts, sands, ancigrandergo
a sudden loss of strength during earthquake shakiinder certain circumstances, seismic ground sigadan
temporarily transform an otherwise solid, granutaterial to a fluid state. Liquefaction is a sesitvazard
because buildings in areas that experience ligtiefamay suddenly subside and suffer major stratamage.
Liquefaction is most often triggered by seismickshg, but it can also be caused by improper grgdamgslides,
or other factors. In dry soils, seismic shaking roayse soil to consolidate rather than flow, a @sedknown as
densification.

Paleontological Resources

Fossil remains of prehistoric plant and animal déiéild be found in the sedimentary rocks and vetceock
sedimentary materials that are present througheutitla County. Fossilized animal remains also mgyrésent
in caves associated with the limestone geologydaatbe found in the central part of the Sierraddevfoothills.
No inventory or other information source existd ttizaracterizes the extent, sensitivity, or sigaifice of
paleontological resources in Nevada County.

DISCUSSION

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substanti al adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineat  ed on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geo  logist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault? (Refer to California Geological Survey
Special Publication 42.)

Surface rupture is an actual cracking or breakin@p@ground along a fault during an earthquakeuciires built
over an active fault can be torn apart if the gebruptures. Surface rupture along faults is gehgeliatited to a
linear zone a few meters wide. The Alquist-Priolet vas created to prohibit the location of struesudesigned
for human occupancy across the traces of activesfabereby reducing the loss of life and propémyn an
earthquake. No Alquist Priolo zones have been ksitel in the project area (NV5 2020). Thereforeugd
rupture due to faulting is considered unlikelytat project site and thererns impact.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Ground shaking occurs as a result of energy rafediseng faulting, which could potentially resuitthe damage
or collapse of buildings and other structures, ddp®y on the magnitude of the earthquake, the ilmcatf the
epicenter, and the character and duration of tbergt motion.




The foothills of the Sierra Nevada are charactertagrelatively low risk of seismic activity. Datampiled
between 1808 and 1987 show that only 15 earthquak@geen a maximum moment magnitude (M) 3.0 and M
4.0 (on the Richter scale) were recorded alondg-tahills Fault System between Mariposa and Oreviour
notable historical earthquakes have been repantdtkinorthern Sierra Nevada. Three seem to haae be
associated with the northern portion of the Meldraslt Zone near Downieville. The fourth was thés M
Oroville earthquake of August 1, 1975 (EDAW/AECONIO®). Due to the relatively low risk of seismiciaity

in the local area, the project would not be expetdebe exposed to significant seismic ground sttaki
Therefore, strong seismic ground shaking is comsdlanlikely at the project site and theraasimpact.

i) Seismic-related ground failure, including liqu efaction?

The primary factors in determining liquefaction grtial are soil type, the level and duration o§s®ec ground
motions, and the depth to groundwater. Sandy, |amrsenconsolidated soils are susceptible to ligotdn
hazards. Liquefaction and other seismically-indufoechs of ground movement have historically occdrre
throughout California during major earthquake esemhese phenomena generally consist of lateraément,
flow, or vertical settlement of saturated, uncoitsikd soil in response to strong ground motiore Th
geotechnical investigation conducted for the prepgzoject concluded that the risk of seismicaiijuiced
hazards such as slope instability, liquefactiom, surface rupture are remote at the project sités5(R020).
Therefore, seismic-related ground failure is com@d unlikely at the project site and theraasmpact.

iv) Landslides?

The proposed project would not include compondraswould contribute to landsliding in the locadabecause
the facilities would be located on relatively flahd. Therefore, people and structures would neXpesed to
adverse effects from landslides amaimpact would occur.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss o f topsoil?

Construction of the proposed project would inclesgeavation activities that would expose site swile/ind and
water erosion that could transport sediments imtalldrainages. These contaminant sources coutddieghe
water quality of receiving water bodies, potengiatsulting in a violation of water quality standsr This would
be considered potentially significant impact. Mitigation measures have been identified underHidrology
and Water Quality section below that would appratety control soil erosion from project construntectivities.
With implementation of the identified mitigation amures, this impact would be considdess than significant
with mitigation incorporated .

C) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is un stable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on - or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Undocumented heterogeneous fill was encounterddihs exceeding 15 feet bgs in some of the explyra
trenches and borings conducted during the sited¢eghnical investigation. In general, the fill wasserved to be
predominantly fine-grained, varied from soft tdfstind contained various amounts of debris. Heteneous fills
of unknown origin, quality and method of placemesnich as those encountered, can settle and/or heave
erratically under the load of new fills, structursekabs, and pavements. Footings, slabs, and panssegpported
on heterogeneous fill could also crack as a refdtich erratic movements. In addition, areas siktant




boulders or rock may be encountered which may realitting, hammering, or blasting to increase e of
excavation, including large excavations for foummasystems or utility trenches (NV5 2020).

Due to the presence of undocumented heterogeniicursdfareas of resistant boulders or rock onsites the
project’s proposed buildings may contribute to fatdifferential settlement, poor subgrade sup@ord/or
associated structural movement/distress. Althobglptoject is not expected to be exposed to onffesite
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, or ligetésn (as described above), the potential expasuitee project
buildings to elastic settlement would be considerpdtentially significant impact.

The proposed project’s geotechnical investigatiemtified the use of spread footings, mat foundafoartial fill
overexcavation and recompaction, and deep dynammpaction (DDC) as the measures necessary to nz@imi
the potential for elastic settlement following @ construction. For the overexcavation/reconmpaand

DDC, the report included the following detailed igttion measures:

Where proposed, relatively loose fill, within andhanimum of 4 feet below existing ground surfacd an
5 feet beyond the proposed structure footprintall &ie overexcavated and stockpiled onsite. Théhdep
of the overexcavation should extend through albéosoil a minimum of 4 feet below finished gradéoor
competent native soil or rock, if shallower. Aredzere new fill will exceed 3 feet in depth the
overexcavation can be reduced to 2 feet, inclughogosed roadways.

The extent and limits of overexcavation shall bsesbed and determined by the geotechnical engineer.
The fill shall be replaced and compacted usingélecemmendations presented in the geotechnicaltrepor

In areas were overexcavation and recompactiontipneposed, DDC is recommended. DDC is a
technique that involves using a crane to drop ayheeight on the ground surface to densify loogk so
Densification occurs by performing repeated, cdl@dodrops of the weight (typically 5-40 tons) at
determined locations in a grid pattern.

The drop weight is anticipated to be composed d@proximately 5-foot by 5-foot by 5-foot concrete
block (approximately 18 tons), which would be dreggrom a height of 20 to 30 feet. The depth of
compaction is based on the soil type, density aoidtore content. Based on published empirical
calculations, the depth of densification is estedab be on the order of 10 to 15 feet below theadyic
weight. The drop pattern should consist of a mimimygrid spacing of 10 feet. At least two passeh wit
the heavy weight should be performed, followed linal low-energy contiguous tamping pass to
compact the shallow near-surface soils disturbethguhe heavy weight passes. Some areas at the
project site may require grading or benching tovjg® an evenly distributed load on the ground si&rfa

Once DDC is completed, the site shall be prepaneidcampacted in accordance with the
recommendations included in the geotechnical report

The implementation of this mitigation measure waduce this impact tiess than significant with mitigation
incorporated.




d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Tabl e 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994, as updated), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

Expansive soils, also known as shrink-swell sod&r to the potential of soil to expand when wad aontract
when dry. Expansive soils were not encounterederptoject site during geotechnical investigatifwig5
2020). The project facilities would not be expedizthe exposed to expansive soils and no impastxceted
with expansive soils would be anticipated with pobjimplementation. Therefore, the soils on the wsibuld not
be expected to create substantial risks to liferoperty and there would lm® impact.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting th e use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are nota  vailable for the disposal of waste
water?

The project would not include components that woalglire the use of septic tanks. The proposeeproj
includes the use of an existing liquids tank faomvlastewater storage. The tank farm was recerfigreded to
store 180,000 gallons of liquid. The volume of Idjin the tank farm is regularly monitored and ismped from
the tanks and trucked to the regional wastewatatrtrent facility when the tanks near capacity. &twee, there
would beno impact.

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleonto logical resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

The project site does not contain any unique geolegtures and has been extensively disturbedggiog
solid waste management activities. Any paleontai@giesources that may have been previously locttte
site have likely been substantially disturbed stdasyed by the original site construction and ongaiperations.
Therefore, the proposed project would not causebatantial adverse change in the significancewfique
geologic feature or paleontological resource aedetvould beno impact.




3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
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VIIl.  Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, eitherlgioect ] ] X ]

indirectly, that may have a significant impact be t
environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or régtion ] ] ] X
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissiéns o

greenhouse gases?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Greenhouse gases (GHG) are gases that trap Heatatmosphere. These gases are emitted by battahat
processes and human activities. The accumulati@Hs® in the atmosphere regulates the earth’s testyrer.
Without natural GHG, the Earth’s surface would ppraximately 61 degrees Fahrenheit cooler (IPCC7200
However, scientific studies have determined thatcdbmbustion of fossil fuels (coal, petroleum, naltgas, etc.)
for human activities, such as electricity productamd vehicle use, has elevated the concentratithese gases
in the atmosphere beyond the level of naturallyuoweg concentrations. The increase in atmospheric
concentrations of GHG has resulted in more heaigdeeld within the atmosphere, which contributegladal
climate change.

Global Warming Potentials (GWPs) are one type mopéified index (based upon radiative propertieslt ttan be
used to estimate the potential future impacts agsions of various gases. GWP is based on a nuafifactors,
including the heat-absorbing ability of each gdatiee to that of carbon dioxide, as well as theajerate of each
gas relative to that of carbon dioxide. Common G¢d@ponents include water vapor, carbon dioxide harat,
nitrous dioxide, chlorofluorocarbons, hydro-fluoaolbons, perfluorocarbons, sulfur hexafluoride, anohe.

The NSAQMD has not yet established significancegholds for GHG emissions from project operations.
However, the NSAQMD requires quantification of Glé@issions for decisions-makers and the public to
consider (NSAQMD 2016).

DISCUSSION

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either direct |y or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

GHG emissions associated with the project wouldharily be generated by site preparation (conswacti
equipment and trucks transporting equipment angl&sgpto the site) and operation-related activifigaste-haul
vehicles, on-site equipment, electricity use, amgpleyee travel). The proposed project would gereesanual
GHG emissions of approximately 942 MT of C{p2r year from construction and operations. Howetee to
the increased operational efficiency of the progddsansfer station, substantial vehicle queuinpatsite would
be reduced and residents who travel to more digiapbsal sites after experiencing long waits atekisting
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facility may return, reducing overall vehicle mileaveled. With improved operational efficiencid® change in
the total GHG emissions generated from waste d@agivities in the County are expected to be igdge.
Also, the inclusion of an organics waste buildimgl @ompliance with Senate Bill 1383 (Short-livedntite
Pollutants Reduction Act) and Assembly Bill 1826adatory Commercial Organics Recycling) would be
expected to reduce GHG emissions when compareddting organics processing at the site. Thus, the
construction and operation of the project wouldgererate substantial greenhouse gas emissidmer, ditectly
or indirectly, that may be considered to have aiB@ant impact on the environment. Therefore, impact
would beless than significant

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regu lation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

The NSAQMD does not have thresholds of significalocéSHGs but encourages that the information lesgnt
for decision makers. The County has establishe#i@ Goal of encouraging project applicants (inclgd@ounty
departments) to reduce GHG emissions to the efd¢anible. As described above, the proposed prejeatd
generate annual GHG emissions of approximatelyNfiadf CO2: per year from construction and operations.
However, by improving the overall efficiency of iaslisposal activities in the County, the projeouid be
expected to result in negligible effects on GHGs=ns within the County. Therefore, the projectildanot
conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regudat adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissal
greenhouse gases and there woulddenpact




3.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
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IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Would theqmtoj

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the ] X ] ]
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the ] X ] ]
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and/or accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or ] ] ] X
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on adfst ] ] ] X
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public
the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land plsa ] ] ] =
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airgort
would the project result in a safety hazard or exce
noise for people residing or working in the project
area?

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfength ] ] ] X
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or [l ] = ]
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injurgr
death involving wildland fires?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The State CEQA Guidelines require that initial ##g8dand environmental impact reports assess whatpeject
will emit hazardous air emissions or involve thadiang of extremely hazardous materials, substararesaste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposetiool (see Sections 21151.2 and 21151.4 of thikcPub
Resources Code; Appendix G of the State CEQA Guiee). No schools are located within one-quartde wii
the project site. The nearest school to the prajigets the Clear Creek Elementary School, whsdoecated
approximately 3.5 miles to the southwest on McQmaytRoad.

Safety hazards associated with airports generedlyedated to construction of tall structures areldreation of
wildlife attractants (e.g., wetlands, golf coursasd waste disposal operations) that could interiath airplane
flight paths. The State CEQA Guidelines (Sectio@98Lof the Public Resources Code) require anabfsis
airports within 2 nautical miles of a proposed pobj No airports are located within 2 nautical sidé the project




site. The nearest airport to the project site ésAhla Sierra Airport, which is located approximgtd miles to the
southeast. The project site is not located withanlioundaries of an adopted Airport Land Use Coilifigt
Plan.

The Nevada County Office of Emergency Servicessponsible for maintaining the County’s Local Hazar
Mitigation Plan (LHMP). Preparation of the LHMP inded a risk assessment to determine the County’s
vulnerability to hazards, which influenced the depenent of goals and mitigation actions. Nevadar@pand
its incorporated communities have a variety ofexyst and procedures established to protect itsamsiind
visitors to plan for, avoid, and respond to a hdzent including those associated with floodsaidfires.
This includes Pre-Disaster Public Awareness andt&ibn information, and specific warning and evaicua
systems and procedures include information relatv&/arning Systems, Alert Systems, dam protocols,
evacuation procedures, and sheltering in placetéFdorrison 2017).

The severity of wildland fires is influenced prirtaiby vegetation, topography, and weather (temijpeea
humidity, and wind). The California Department afréstry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) has devetbadire
hazard severity scale that considers vegetationatd, and slope to evaluate the level of wildfiezard. CAL
FIRE designates three levels of Fire Hazard Sevohes (Moderate, High, and Very High) to indictite
severity of fire hazard in a particular geographé&aa. Fire hazard zoning is used to indicate batHikelihood
for a fire (e.g., prevalence of fuels) and the ptitd for damage (e.g., proximity to residencesje project site is
located within a High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (CARE 2020).

DiscussIoN

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

The use, handling, and storage of hazardous mistexieegulated by both the Federal Occupationtdt$and
Health Administration (Fed/OSHA) and the Califor@acupational Safety and Health Administration
(Cal/lOSHA). Cal/lOSHA is responsible for developargl enforcing workplace safety regulations. Botlefal
and State laws include special provisions/traiingafe methods for handling any type of hazardalstance.
These strict regulations ensure that potential taszassociated with construction and operatiortaliaes do not
create a significant hazard to the public.

During project construction, potentially hazardtigaid materials such as treated wood, oil, didégel, gasoline,
and hydraulic fluid would be used on the site instauction equipment. These substances are commeaty
during construction projects and the risk of al$pdt would create a significant hazard to theljour
environment would be negligible due to the smalijities of hazardous substances used and thvedfathort
duration of construction. However, a release ofihdaus substances from construction equipmentaladegak
or spill could adversely affect the environmenthalgh unlikely, this would be consideregatentially
significant impact.

Hazardous materials would continue to be usedénaogierations following construction. However, tise of
these materials would not differ from current oierss and would not represent a significant harasite
personnel or the public. Thereforey impact associated with the use of hazardous materialaglaite
operations would be anticipated.




Prior to initiating construction of the proposeajpct, the Contractor shall submit a written safetygram to
Nevada County. This plan shall include (at a mirmmu

A fire or medical emergency response access plan.

A police emergency response access plan.

An access control plan to its staging and equipremage areas.

The name and contact information for the Safetg&or/Manager responsible for managing the safety,
health and environmental risk factors for the Caxctr.

Typical tailgate safety meeting agenda and freqguenc

Compliance or exceedance of applicable OSHA remergs including requiring all employees working
in dangerous or noisy environments to wear pergmdkctive equipment including noise protection
gear.

New hire safety orientation training.

Maintenance procedures to be implemented includirgg mitigation (i.e., indoor misters and water
trucks) and the use of sweepers after project naetiin is complete.

Any applicable job specific requirements or pesmit

If requested, Contractor shall provide safety irgjirecords for employees working on the project.

Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan (HMCP): Thatramtor shall prepare and submit to the County a
contingency plan for handling hazardous matenabgether found or introduced on site during congtonc The
plan shall include construction measures as spédifi local, state, and federal regulations forahdaus
materials and removal of on-site debris. The plastimclude the following measures at a minimum:

If contaminated soils or other hazardous mateassencountered during any soil moving operation
during construction (e.g. trenching, excavatioading), construction shall be halted and the HMCP
implemented.

Instruct workers on recognition and reporting otenials that may be hazardous.

Minimize delays by continuing performance of therkvim areas not affected by hazardous materials
operations.

Identify and contact subcontractors and licensedguael qualified to undertake storage, removal,
transportation, disposal, and other remedial weduired by, and in accordance with, laws and
regulations.

File requests for adjustments to contract time @mdract price due to the finding of hazardous nielte
in the work site in accordance with conditionsta# tontract.




The implementation of these mitigation measuresldvoeduce this impact tiess than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and/or accident conditions involv ing the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Hazardous Materials Handling

Similar to the analysis of question a) above, aanydfing, transporting, use, or disposal of hazasdwu
potentially hazardous materials would be requicedamply with all applicable federal, state, ancblcagencies
and regulations. Both short-term construction amgj{term operation of the project would be requieddhere
to the policies and programs set forth by applieabbulatory agencies. For example, during siteatjoss, any
household hazardous waste materials deliverecetsita by consumers would be received and procedsbd
existing household hazardous waste facility coesistith existing operational procedures. In additia landfill
gas monitoring system would be installed for angl@ed structures within 1,000 feet of the closedlfill to
ensure dangerous accumulations of landfill gasad@ocur. The enclosed structured to be construates part
of the proposed improvements include the enclosenhs adjacent to the new transfer station (mechinic
electrical, fire suppression and restrooms) busdu include the transfer station building becatisenot
enclosed. This compliance, along with the limiteé of hazardous materials during construction, @oul
minimize the potential for the accidental releaSkazardous materials into the environment. Howexeelease
of hazardous substances from construction equipchento a leak or spill could adversely affectéhgironment
and would be considerecpatentially significant impact.

The implementation of Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 athdZ-2 would minimize this impact by requiring that
safety training be conducted during project corsion; by requiring the development of emergenspomse
plans; by identifying a Safety Director/Managem@ssible for managing the safety, health and enviiental
risk factors for the contractor; and by requiring preparation of a HMCP. With the implementatibthese
mitigation measures, this impact wouldlbss than significant with mitigation incorporated

Naturally Occurring Asbestos Minerals

Naturally occurring asbestos minerals, includirtgamhafic rock and serpentinite, can create a hapangorkers
during construction activities. However, during tieotechnical investigation conducted for the psajgloproject,
no naturally occurring asbestos minerals were aemteoed. The project construction activities woudd e
expected to expose site workers or the publiceésdiminerals and there wouldroeimpact.

C) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

The project site is not located within ¥ mile ofeaisting or proposed school. Therefare,impact would be
anticipated with project implementation.




d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code 8§65962.5 and, as aresu It, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

According to the California Department of Toxic Stances Control Envirostor website (DTSC 2020), two
contaminated sites are located within approximatebymiles of the site. The first is the McCourtridyad
Landfill, which is located adjacent and directly#oof the existing transfer station. The County imaplemented
a corrective action program at the landfill to adrthe detection of volatile organic compoundgdundwater
monitoring wells, which indicate a release of lahgfs from the closed landfill. In addition, t@®unty recently
implemented additional corrective actions to imgrdve effectiveness of the landfill's correctivéi@t program.
These actions include installing additional laridjds extraction wells at the site, conducting nfoequent
landfill gas probe monitoring, evaluating the segtian of groundwater from specific subdrain impnmests, and
conducting more frequent groundwater monitoringsdgbon investigations conducted in 2019, the ompgoin
corrective action program continues to effectivaytrol the release of landfill gas and to proteater quality
(NV5 2019).

The other contaminated site is the Grass ValleynBuwmp, which is located approximately 1.5 milesiaf the
project site. This historic open burn dump includeds contaminated with arsenic, lead, nickel zind. The
contaminated soils were cleaned up in 2012 andirtbdr action is necessary at this site (DTSC 2020)

Although the proposed project is located directljaaent to a site that has been identified ontafisazardous
materials sites, the County has implemented a ciivesaction program for the closed landfill thaintended to
control the release of landfill gas. Because thes&WNalley Burn Dump is located approximately lilesifrom
the site and was cleaned up in 2012, it would meoveffect on the project site. Therefore, the mioyeould not
be expected to be adversely affected by listedrdarma materials sites amé impact would occur.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or pu blic use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard or excess noise for peopl e residing or working in the project
area?

The nearest public airport to the project sitdhes Alta Sierra Airport, which is located approxielgit5 miles to
the southeast. The project site is not locatedimvitie boundaries of the Alta Sierra Airport LangeU
Compatibility Plan. Therefore, there would i@ impact.

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

The project site can be accessed from both thé aod the south via McCourtney Road and is locdtesittly
adjacent to Nevada County Consolidated Fire DisBiation No. 92 (located at 14811 McCourtney Road)
Vehicles evacuating from the area can access Btaites 20 and 49 to the north via McCourtney R&8sake
Route 20 to the west via McCourtney Road and Inifialtey Road, and State Route 49 to the southeast v
McCourtney Road and Lime Kiln Road. The County ad&rs State Routes 20 and 49 to be primary coudigywi
evacuation routes. Minor arterials and major ctofleooutes, such as McCourtney Road, are considered
secondary evacuation routes that supplement theapyievacuation routes and provide egress from loca
neighborhoods and communities (Foster Morrison 2017




The project would substantially improve the abitityqueue waste collection vehicles on the sitindyveak
waste acceptance periods when compared to cuaditions. This change substantially reduces therntial

for vehicle queues to back up onto Wolf MountairaBand McCourtney Road. Vehicles backed up on these
roadways could cause delays for emergency vehadesssing residences in the local area or coultydel
evacuations. Because the proposed project woudtkfpected to reduce vehicle backups on the locawag
network and would not impair emergency responsm@rgency evacuation plans, there woultidémpact.

Q) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving wildland fires?

The project site is located in an area that isgiheded as a High fire hazard severity zone. Howekerproposed
project would not include any residents or permaonenupants and is located directly adjacent td\teeada
County Consolidated Fire District Station No. 9BeTproject includes expanding the paved area dditb¢o
accommodate expanded waste management operatipiterBasing paved surfaces on the site, the grojec
reduces the site’s wildland interface and the pakfor the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire. Alghe proposed
internal roadway improvements would improve intéiaulation on the site, which would also imprabhe
ability for emergency vehicles to access the esite Finally, by enclosing the majority of thestatipping
operations, the project would reduce the risk dflbads (i.e., waste loads containing burning nia®rcausing a
wildfire at the site because the materials wouldlbeped onto a concrete floor within the new transtation
building. The material would not be exposed to wsititht could blow burning debris into the chaparegjetation
surrounding the site. Also, fire suppression wdagdconducted within the transfer station using fiesuipment
and fire extinguishers, as appropriate. Thus, ptamplementation would not substantially incretserisk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. iBlimpact would béess than significant




3.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
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X. Hydrology and Water Quality. Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or wasteltisge [l 2 ] [l
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade
surface or groundwater quality?

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or ] ] ] X
interfere substantially with groundwater rechargehs
that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage patte the
site or area, including through the alterationhaf t
course of a stream or river or through the additibn
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

i) Result in substantial on- or offsite erosion or ] X ] ]
siltation;
ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of ] ] X ]

surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or offsite;

iy Create or contribute runoff water which would ] ] X ]
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff;
or

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?
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d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, nédase
of pollutants due to project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of ates ] ] ] X
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The proposed project site is located within thehmemn portion of the Sacramento River HydrologiRebion, as
defined by the California Department of Water Resesi (DWR). The Sacramento River Hydrological Regio
covers approximately 17.4 million acres (27,200asgumiles). Annual precipitation in the projectimity
averages 55 inches, the vast majority of whiclsflam November through April. The summers are aod,
and mostly clear and the winters are long, cold, ewed partly cloudy. Over the course of the ytee,
temperature typically varies from 39°F to 88°F @threly below 32°F or above 95°F.

Stormwater runoff pollutants vary with land usgdgraphy, and the amount of impervious surfaceyedkas the
amount and frequency of rainfall and irrigationgtiees. Runoff in developed areas typically corgani, grease,
litter, and metals accumulated in streets, driveypgrking lots, and rooftops, as well as pestg;iterbicides,




particulate matter, nutrients, animal waste, ahgbxygen-demanding substances from landscaped.arbe
highest pollutant concentrations usually occuhatlieginning of the wet season during the “fingsHi.”

While conducting the geotechnical investigatioralslw groundwater was not detected. However, siaser
seepage was detected in several exploratory trerafgeborings at depths ranging from 3 to 12 fekivp
ground surface. Seepage may be encountered inaiaas, which reveals the soil/weathered rock iteams
particularly during or after the rainy season.Ha foothills, rainwater typically percolates thrbutye porous
surface materials and migrates downslope in tha fafrseepage at the interface of the surface naédeand
bedrock, and through fractures in the bedrock.ttRton in the groundwater level typically occuechuse of a
variation in rainfall intensity, duration, and otHactors such as flooding and periodic irrigat{dfv5 2020).

DISCUSSION

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste dis  charge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater qualit y?

Construction of the proposed project would inclgdading activities that would be expected to expbsssite’s
soils to wind and water erosion. This erosion cartddsport sediments into local drainages. Alsoidsntal

spills of fluids or fuels from construction vehisland equipment, or miscellaneous constructionnmatgend
debris, could be mobilized and transported off-siteverland flow. These contaminant sources cdelgrade the
water quality of receiving water bodies, potentialegrading surface water quality. This impact widug
consideregotentially significant.

To avoid adversely affecting the water qualityaddl waterways, the following mitigation measuraalisbe
implemented prior to and during construction:

A SWPPP shall be prepared for the proposed projilctassociated best managements practices (BMPs),
consistent with Nevada County standards. The SW4PBRPbe designed to protect water quality pursuant
to the requirements of the National Pollutant Désge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater permit
for construction activity (Order 99-08-DWQ, as amed). The SWPPP would identify and specify:

the use of erosion and sediment-control BMPs, tlinlyiconstruction techniques that will reduce the
potential for erosion, as well as other measurdéetonplemented during construction;

the means of waste disposal;

the implementation of approved local plans, nomrsteater-management controls, permanent post-
construction BMPs, and inspection and maintenaesgansibilities;

the pollutants that are likely to be used duringstanuction that could be present in stormwater
drainage and non-stormwater discharges, and otpes of materials used for equipment operation;

spill prevention and contingency measures, inclydmeasures to prevent or clean up spills of
hazardous waste and of hazardous materials usegjdiggment operation, and emergency procedures
for responding to spills;




personnel training requirements and proceduresntitidte used to ensure that workers are aware of
permit requirements and proper installation metHod8MPs specified in the SWPPP; and

The appropriate personnel responsible for supemnvidaties related to implementation of the
SWPPP.

Where applicable, BMPs identified in the SWPPPIdb&in place throughout all site work and
construction. BMPs may include such measures a®Hogving:

Implementing temporary erosion-control measuredisturbed areas to minimize discharge of
sediment into nearby drainage conveyances. Theasures may include silt fences, staked straw
bales or wattles, sediment/silt basins and tragsfadpric, and sandbag dikes.

All construction contractors shall retain a copyttad approved SWPPP on the construction site. The
SWPPP shall be submitted to the Central Valley &siWater Quality Control Board (RWQCB)
pursuant to NPDES requirements, and completedrapmented before the start of construction
activities.

The implementation of this mitigation measure waduce this impact tiess than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or i nterfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede sustainab le groundwater management of the
basin?

The proposed project would not include the userofigdwater resources and would have no effect on
groundwater supplies. Temporary dewatering actizithay be necessary if perched groundwater is aeterea
during excavation activities. However, the dewaigctivities would not be expected to affect laagn
groundwater supplies due to the relatively higrelswf precipitation the area receives annuallytaed
associated groundwater recharge. Therefore, theuévibeno impact.

C) Substantially alter the existing drainage patter  n of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or th rough the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:

i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- o r off-site?

Construction of the proposed project would incltie excavation of soil that due to exposure to veind water
erosion, could be transported into local drainagis would be consideredpmtentially significant impact
during construction activities. The implementatairMitigation Measure HYD-1 would minimize this irapt by
requiring the contractor to develop and impleme8iPPP and applicable BMPs, which would substédytial
reduce offsite sediment transport and associatéerwaality degradation. With the implementatidrthese
mitigation measures, this impact wouldless than significant with mitigation incorporated

i) Substantially increase the rate or amount of su rface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or offsite?

Implementation of the proposed project would insesthe area of impervious surfaces on the projegtvghich
would increase the rate and/or amount of surfaneffu The project would also alter the site’s &xig drainage
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pattern by grading the site to accommodate buildimg)roadway construction. However, the proposejkpr
includes the installation of storm water collectiofrastructure that would direct flows from théesinto the
existing detention basin located northeast of tlogept site. This detention basin currently capdlard retains
peak storm water runoff from the project site aruild continue to capture and retain peak storm wateoff
following project construction. Therefore, the pospd project would not result in flooding on- ofsiie and this
impact would bdess than significant

iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff; or?

As discussed in response to question (c)(ii) abthesproposed project includes the installatiostofm water
collection infrastructure that would direct flowsi the site into the existing detention basin tedanortheast of
the project site. This detention basin is expetidthve sufficient capacity to accommodate thegased peak
storm water flows from the developed portion of pneject site. Therefore, the project would na&ate or
contribute runoff water which would exceed the @dtyaof existing or planned stormwater drainaggeays. In
addition, the project would be required to complthwhe Central Valley Regional Water Quality Catr
Board’s permitting requirements for industrial faigs. Compliance with these requirements wouldmntaan that
the proposed project would not provide substaatiglitional sources of polluted runoff and this icipaould be
less than significant

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?

The project site is not located within the floodipland is not subject to flood flows. Therefohe proposed
project would not impede or redirect flood flow$eFe would b&o impact.

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

The project site is not located in a flood hazésdnami, or seiche zone. Therefore, there wouldddenpact.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a wa ter quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

Due to the proposed project’s limited area of imipievould not be expected to conflict with or tiost
implementation of the State’s water quality conplain or sustainable groundwater management plahécarea.
Therefore, there would b® impact.




3.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING
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XI. Land Use and Planning. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

b) Cause a significant environmental impact dua to
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regidat
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigatimg a
environmental effect?

H
H
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AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The Nevada County General Plan identifies the ptajige’s land use designation as Public (PUB) civlig
intended to provide for land in public or quasi-peilownership, including cemeteries, schools af@opublic
and quasi-public buildings and uses in locationglvhre necessary to provide services to Commiretyions
and Rural Regions (Nevada County 2014). The NeGdaty Zoning District Maps identify the zoning
designation for the project site as Public (P).@xding to the Nevada County Zoning Ordinance, tefng
district provides for areas occupied by FederalteSand local government agencies, or by a privati€y under
contract, agreement or franchise with a governnhaggncy if the use is a service or function nolynatovided
by the agency entering into a contract or agreeneenssuing a franchise (Nevada County 2020).

DiscussiON
a) Physically divide an established community?

The project site has been developed as a wastegeraeat facility. The renovation of this facility wid occur
entirely within the existing property boundarietefefore, it would not physically divide an estabé&d
community and there would i impact.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding o r mitigating an environmental effect?

The proposed project would be developed consisgtghtthe existing site uses and would not confith the
County’s “PUB” land use designation or “P” zoningstgnation for the site. Therefore, the project Mdave no
adverse effect on applicable land use plans, jalior regulations and there wouldri®impact




3.12 MINERAL RESOURCES
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XIl.  Mineral Resources. Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a knownnmial ] ] ] X

resource that would be of value to the region &ed t
residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally ] ] ] X
important mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan, or othadla
use plan?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Mineral resources, particularly gold, have playadajor role in the history of Nevada County. Otheatals
produced in the County include silver, copper, Jeaac, chromite and small amounts of tungstenraadganese.
Industrial minerals include barite, quartz forain production, and small amounts of limestoneestsls, clay,
and mineral paint. Also, substantial deposits afisgravel, and rock types suitable for constructiggregate are
located throughout the County (HBA 1991).

The project site is not located in an area thatte@n designated by the State Geologist as a MiResburce
Zone. Also, no active quarried or mining siteslkarewn to exist in or near the project site (HBA 189

DiscussIoN

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mi neral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

The proposed project would include the constructibimprovements at an operating transfer statrhwaould
not result in the loss of known mineral resourdegatue to the region or residents of the state pitvject site is
not designated as a Mineral Resource Zone. Therafioradverse effect on mineral resources would be
anticipated and there would he impact.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

The project site has not been designated as dydeglortant mineral resource recovery site. Therefthe
proposed project would have no effect on locallpamant mineral resource recovery sites. There vbaho
impact.




3.13 NOISE
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XIIl. Noise. Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permiane ] ] X ]
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinityhad
project in excess of standards established inaite |
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or ] X ] ]
groundborne noise levels?
c) For a project located within the vicinity of dvate ] ] ] =

airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where saich
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the jeat
expose people residing or working in the projeehar
to excessive noise levels?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Noise is generally defined as sound that is loighgteeable, unexpected, or unwanted. Sound isanaxth
energy transmitted in the form of a wave becaused$turbance or vibration, and as any pressuiatian in air
that the human ear can detect.

Because of the ability of the human ear to detedda range of sound-pressure fluctuations, sousdgure
levels are expressed in logarithmic units calledlmids (dB) to avoid a very large and awkward raimge
numbers. The sound-pressure level in decibelddsileded by taking the log of the ratio betweenabw&ial sound
pressure and the reference sound pressure sqliiedeference sound pressure is considered théugdso
hearing threshold (California Department of Tramgamon 1998). Use of this logarithmic scale regdhht the
total sound from two individual 65-dBA sources &dBA, not 130 dBA (i.e., doubling the source sgtbn
increases the sound pressure by 3 dBA).

Vibration is the periodic oscillation of a mediumabject. The rumbling sound caused by the vibratibroom
surfaces is called structure borne noise. Sourcgoandborne vibrations include natural phenomeng.,
earthquakes, volcanic eruptions, sea waves, laled3lor human-made causes (e.g., explosions, naghin
traffic, trains, construction equipment). Vibratisources may be continuous, such as factory maghioe
transient, such as explosions. As is the caseairitiorne sound, groundborne vibrations may be destiby
amplitude and frequency.

Vibration amplitudes are usually expressed in peakicle velocity (PPV) or root mean squared (RM£S)in
RMS vibration velocity. The PPV and RMS velocitg arormally described in inches per second (in/d&RY, is
defined as the maximum instantaneous positive gatiee peak of a vibration signal. PPV is oftencuse
monitoring of blasting vibration because it is tethto the stresses that are experienced by bgddiRTA 2006,




Caltrans 2002). Caltrans has established a recoadwdestandard for vibration levels of 0.2 inchesggeond
PPV (Caltrans 2002).

Construction vibrations can be transient, randangoatinuous. Transient construction vibrationsgenerated
by blasting, impact pile driving, and wrecking IsalContinuous vibrations result from vibratory pilévers, large
pumps, and compressors. Random vibration can riesaitjackhammers, pavement breakers, and heavy
construction equipment.

Nevada County

The Noise Element of the Nevada County General @1886) establishes maximum allowable exterior &éois
levels for various land use categories in termhefaverage-hourly g and maximum intermittent (lay) noise
descriptors. Maximum allowable noise standardsdaetified for daytime (7 a.m. — 7 p.m.), eveniidgo(m. — 10
p.m.), and nighttime (10 p.m. — 7 a.m.) periodse Tounty’s noise standards, which are typicallyiadgo non-
transportation noise sources, are summarized loydaa. For lands with a Public (P) land use desigma
average noise level standards, ey for the daytime, evening and nighttime are 55a80 45, respectively. The
maximum noise level standards, otk for the daytime, evening and nighttime are 75a68 55, respectively.
These noise standards are also identified in thetiie County Land Use Development Code, Chaptezdding
Regulations, Section L-Il, 4.1.7, Noise, (2010)n€tuction activities are exempt from the Countydése
standards.

DiscussioN
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permane  ntincrease in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or

noise ordinance, or applicable standards of othera  gencies?

Implementation of the proposed project would ineledcavation, construction of foundations, utilitgtallation,
and hauling and deposition of construction defiiie project is estimated to require approximately t
construction seasons to complete. All construddictivities would typically be conducted between hioars of
7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. standard time.

Construction activities typically include a varietfyconstruction equipment including backhoes, eatars,
loaders, dump trucks, and compaction equipmenindisated in Table 7, operational noise levels eisgéed with
individual equipment would generate typical nomseels ranging from 76 to 88 dBA at a distance ofes.

Combined on-site construction equipment associattédthe proposed project would be expected to gaae
collective noise levels up to 89 dBglat 50 feet during operations involving the loudssipment. Typical
operating cycles for these types of constructiamngent involve limited periods of full power optoam
followed by periods of lower power settings.

Noise-sensitive receptors in the vicinity are thgidences located in closest proximity to the sitgividual
residents would experience construction noiselferduration of the two construction period withseolievels
varying depending upon the activities that are ooog.




The occurrence of elevated construction noise durdise-sensitive evening and nighttime hours wbeld
considered a nuisance for local residents dueg@dtential for sleep disruption. However, mesigdents
located in developed communities recognize thastroation activities are inevitable from time tmé and that
short-term daytime noise impacts associated witisttaction activities are expected on occasionis Tdct is
reflected in the Nevada County Noise Ordinancecivisonsider noise levels associated with consbmcti
activities to be exempt from the noise threshdlisiddition, because construction activities angeeked to occur
between the hours of 7 a.m. and 6 p.m. Monday girétriday, the noise associated with the proposed
construction activities would not be expected toagate a substantial temporary increase in amhwse levels
in the vicinity of the project in excess of stardtaestablished in the local general plan or naidamance, or
applicable standards of other agencies. For thegsmons, the project’s construction noise impactdavoe
consideredess than significant

Table 7
Construction Equipment Noise Emission Levels

9 -, $0- $0- +.! 4.)2 . 8¢
Air Compressor 81
Backhoe 85
Compactor 82
Concrete Pump 82
Concrete Breaker 82
Truck Crane 88
Dozer 87
Generator 78
Grader 85
Front-end Loader 84
Asphalt Paver 88
Pneumatic Tools 85
Water Pump 76
Power Hand Saw 78
Power Shovel 82
Trucks 88

*All equipment fitted with properly maintained and operational noise control device, per manufacturer specifications.
Source: Bolt, Beranek and Newman, FTA 2006.

CONSTRUCTION-GENERATED TRAFFIC

Implementation of the proposed project would resu#in increase of traffic volumes due to the addibf
construction-generated traffic. Construction-getestdraffic volumes would be dependent on material
requirements and material availability. Construtctielated traffic would be expected to includeuke of dump
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trucks, haul trucks, and various deliveries of miatend equipment occurring throughout the comsiton period
and well as construction worker commuting to ananfthe site.

Increases in construction traffic attributablette project would result in a negligible and impetd#e increase
in roadway noise. Typically, traffic volumes haweedbuble before the associated increase in noisdslés
noticeable along roadways. As a result, projecegged construction traffic noise levels woulddms than
significant.

LONG-TERM OPERATIONAL NOISE

To estimate the operational noise levels that wbeléxpected with a large, enclosed transfer statioise
measurement data from an existing transfer statitime region was used. The Sacramento Recyclidg an
Transfer Station, located at 8491 Fruitridge Raathe southern area of the City of Sacramentoydes
operations similar to the proposed project. Noeseel measurements of facility operations and bamkapl noise
levels were conducted at each of the four progdareg of the existing Sacramento Recycling and $fiem
Station. The noise measurement locations weretséléa represent maximum noise exposure for eatteof
property lines. In addition, maximum noise levale do on-site waste disposal trucks were also deite
(EDAW/AECOM May 2009).

The equipment used for the measurements includiedsan Davis Laboratories (LDL) Model 820 precision
integrating sound level meter. The equipment wiibreded before each test using an LDL Model CAL200
acoustical calibrator to ensure accuracy of thesmmegments (EDAW/AECOM May 2009).

Additional noise measurements of waste disposatramdfer truck pass-bys were also conducted. Téwsared
maximum noise levels due to truck pass-bys was @2#8at a distance of 15 feet. Therefore, the dated
maximum noise level due to truck pass-bys at aeafee distance of 50 feet is approximately 72 dBA
(EDAW/AECOM May 2009).

The noise level measurement data from the exiSamgamento Recycling and Transfer Station identdigpeak
noise level associated with truck traffic and lompof refuse of 67 dBA dqat 475 feet. This represented the
worst case noise level measured at the site andssasiated with truck traffic and the loadingefise.
Applying this noise rate to the new transfer statod assuming a standard noise attenuation r&eBA per
doubling of distance from the source to the reaggixterior noise levels at the nearest existisgdence, which
is approximately 1,300 feet to the west of the psgul new transfer station, could be as high aB26ld.,
However, this assumes no topographic noise attemu@ecause the residence, which is located djrectst of
the McCourtney Road/Wolf Mountain Road intersectiwould not have a direct line of sight to the rteawnsfer
station building, the intervening topography woattenuate, or reduce, the noise levels. The opasdtnoise
levels experienced at the nearest residences peetex to be attenuated by approximately 8 dBAcatd with
the topographic attenuation effects, resulting ineanoise level at the nearest residences of ajppately 48
dBA Leg This noise level would not exceed the County‘gtidee noise threshold of 55 dBA.4. The proposed
project would include other noise generating uselseasite, such as the repurposing of the PRAawgganics
building. However, these proposed uses would rftgrdiubstantially from the current noise-geneigtin
operations on the site and would not be expectaddosubstantially to the ambient noise environment




The project also includes expanding the faciligferating hours, which would result in the generatf noise at
the site earlier in the morning and later in therafoon. However, the expanded operating hoursdvweot occur
outside of the designated “daytime” hours of 7:00.d0 7:00 p.m. identified in the Noise Elementled Nevada
County General Plan. Therefore, the expansionefahility’s operating hours would not result irethroposed
project generating noise during the more senséixaning (7 p.m. — 10 p.m.) and nighttime (10 p.m.a&m.)
periods. Because the operational noise levelsa@restimated to exceed the Noise Element’'s maximaytime
exterior noise level threshold and operationaléas are not anticipated to occur during everangighttime
hours when the County’s noise thresholds are lothex impact would be consider&zss than significant

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

BLASTING

The proposed project could require blasting adisitf hard rock areas cannot be easily excavattttypical
construction equipment. Blasting activities hawe plotential to result in varying degrees of temppora
groundborne vibration. Vibration generated by btegactivities spreads through the ground and dshis in
magnitude with increases in distance. Noise ssuaseociated with blasting consist of rock dritis #he shot
itself. The noise levels generated by the rocksdate dependent on drill type but are predicteoetgenerally
similar to the noise levels generated by constaatiquipment, as described in Table 7. The nunfiteepiency,
and duration of shots required during project caresion cannot be determined until large rocksesreountered
in the field and an on-site blasting expert detaggithe most effective means of clearing the rock.

Noise generated by blasting shots is more variagpending on the amount of charge material usedper of
holes, depth of those holes, timing delays, andrdtictors. Misconceptions regarding what a blaskd and
sounds like are common, due in part to the typesxplosions frequently seen in movies and othesmasdia
entertainment sources. In reality, blasting shoesdasigned to transfer the energy of the shotthrea@round,
rather than venting it into the atmosphere wittaacompanying spectacle of flying rocks and debris.

With respect to blast-induced vibration, the tygiees, number, depth and timing delay sequendeeofhiarges,
as well as the geology of the surrounding areayarables that would affect the transmission dfation
beyond the site of the blasting shot. Becauseettntrolled nature of any required blasting, changquired
would likely be relatively small and can be corigdlby a blasting expert to minimize vibration arudse.
However, if blasting occurs within close proximityresidences, the associated noise and vibratimud be
perceived as being excessive by residents. Thisdime considered potentially significant impact.

To avoid adversely affecting local residents dutbitasting activities, the following mitigation meass shall be
implemented during any blasting activities:

If blasting activities are necessary for site prapan, the contractor shall conduct the blasticiivaies
in compliance with state and local regulations. Taetractor shall obtain a blasting permit from Rea
County prior to commencing any on-site blastingvétes. The permit application shall include a
description of the work to be accomplished andatestent of the necessity for blasting, as oppased t
other methods, and safety measures to be implethsoth as blast blankets. The contractor shall




coordinate any blasting activities with Police &k Departments to facilitate proper site access a
traffic control, and public naotification includingearby residents and businesses, as determined
appropriate by police and fire departments. Blgssipecifications and plans shall include a schetthale
outlines the time frame in which blasting will ocaén order to limit noise and traffic inconveniende
addition, an on-site blasting expert shall be netdiby the site contractor to ensure that theihtast
activities, if necessary, result in the minimumsi# noise and vibration levels (i.e., less thaifches
per second PPV).

The implementation of these mitigation measureslavoeduce vibration related to the project’s stiertn
construction blasting and this impact would be @#redless than significant with mitigation incorporated

Deer DYNAMIC COMPACTION

During the geotechnical investigation for the pragub project, undocumented heterogeneous fill weswstiered
at depths exceeding 15 feet bgs in some of theoestpky trenches and borings. Heterogeneous fililsmknown
origin, quality and method of placement can seitld/or heave erratically under the load of news,fdktructures,
slabs, and pavements. Footings, slabs, and pavemgmported on heterogeneous fill could also ceack result
of such erratic movements. To ensure these fillsataundermine the integrity of building foundatothe
geotechnical report recommended overexcavatiomes@mpaction of the materials prior to construction
foundations. However, in areas where overexcavati@hrecompaction are not feasible, the use of dgeamic
compaction has been recommended. DDC is a techthqtiévolves using a crane to drop a heavy weighthe
ground surface to densify loose soil. Densificati@ours by performing repeated, controlled dropthefweight
(typically 5-40 tons) at determined locations igral pattern. The use of DDC would be expected talpce
ground vibrations caused by the dropped weightu@dovibrations can potentially cause damage tocedfa
structures and disturb nearby residences. Howgveund vibrations attenuate with distance fromgbimt of
impact. In "Ground Vibrations during Dynamic Compias" (Mayne, 1985), peak particle velocities (PPVs
produced from 12 compaction sites, using weightging from 5 to 40 tons and drop heights of 5 aff feet,
were compared at varying distances from the impatearby residences are located within approxinmét&00
feet of the project site. If we conservatively usedeight of 40 tons and a drop height of 50 fewt estimated
PPV, based on the above equation, produced froppirg the weight would be approximately 0.03 incpes
second (in/sec).

Based on Caltrans recommended standard for vibrégicels of 0.2 inches per second PPV (Caltran2p@e

estimated 0.03 in/sec produced from the DDC arsteip at the project site would be considertabsa than

significant impact.

C) For a project located within the vicinity of a p rivate airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public

use airport, would the project expose people residi ng or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

The project site is not located within two milesaof airport land use plan or in the vicinity ofravate airport.
The proposed project would not expose people mgpioli working in the project area to excessive entesels
associated with private airstrip operations. Tiveoelld beno impact.




3.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING
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XIV. Population and Housing. Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growthrni ] ] ] X
area, either directly (for example, by proposing/ne
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people ] ] ] X
housing, necessitating the construction of replasgm
housing elsewhere?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project site is located within a rural areavestern Nevada County that includes scattered lengity
residential land uses around its perimeter. Thgptaite includes an operating solid waste trarstigion and
does not include any housing.

DiscussIoN
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth i n an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectl y (for example, through extension

of roads or other infrastructure)?

The proposed project does not involve the constnucf any components (i.e. roads, residential )rtieat
would induce population growth. The proposed piajedudes constructing improvements to an existiagsfer
station to improve operational efficiency. The sfem station improvement would not induce growtiidmel what
has been planned for under the adopted Nevada L @Geamteral Plan. There would he impact on population
growth in the area.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

The proposed project would not result in the detooliof any homes and does not include any compsribaat
would result in the displacement of any homes eate the need for replacement housing. There wWimihd
impact.

"% +
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XV. Public Services. Would the project:

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, or the need fow ioe
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives for any of the public segsic

Fire protection? Il ] O] X
Police protection? ] L] Ol X
Schools? ] ] O] X
Parks? ] L] Ol X

Ol Ol Ol X

Other public facilities?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Public Utilities include fire and police protectiasthools, parks, and other public facilities. Firetection
services are provided to the project area by theablie County Consolidated Fire District (NCCFD). N&IZis a
full-service emergency response agency. NCCFDudi-ime paid staff department covering 143 s@uaniles
of residential, commercial, industrial, and runadas, through five service areas and 10 statio@CHED

2020). The closest fire station to the site islewada County Consolidated Fire District Station 8 located at
14811 McCourtney Road, which is directly adjacerthie project site.

Law enforcement services for the project area sveigeed by the Nevada County Sheriff's Office (NOQSO
Services include patrol, dispatch, investigatiGesrch and rescue, boat patrol, correctional figs)icoroner,
and court security services. The NCSO’s main offidecated at 950 Maidu Avenue (Eric Rood Admirgtsbn
Center) in Nevada City.

The project area is located within the Clear Cr&ekool District and the Nevada Joint Unified Higth&ol
District. Clear Creek Elementary School is locapg@roximately 3.5 miles southwest of the projetet sh
McCourtney Road.

Nevada County does not directly provide parks oraational facilities. Instead, the County coortisawith
other government and nongovernmental entitiesaWwat plan, build, and manage recreation resourcései
county. In addition, regional recreational faadtilocated throughout the county are provided byNbavada
Irrigation District, California Department of Pariad Recreation, California Department of Fish ¥fildilife,
US Bureau of Land Management, US Forest Servigepamerous nonprofit organizations (Michael Baker
International 2016).




DISCUSSION

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts a  ssociated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, or the need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental

impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ra  tios, response times, or other
performance objectives for any of the public servic es listed above:

The proposed project would not directly or indig@tcrease the population within the project afeze
proposed project would increase the size of thesfea station operations but would be requiredrtpléement all
of the required fire protection measures includimthe County’s building code. The project would mzlude
any components that would require additional firetgction facilities be constructed by NCCFD. Thej@ct
area would continue to be served by the NCSO apj@girimplementation would not require an increase
police protection services or the constructiondifigonal police facilities. The proposed projeoed not include
any uses that would increase the demands on loleabts or local park facilities. Therefore, the pweed project
would not be expected to result in substantial extvphysical impacts associated with the provisiomew or
physically altered government facilities in Nevatiaunty. There would beo impact.




3.16 RECREATION

& 11g " ' - 0O
0 ) 0

XVI. Recreation. Would the project:

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and ] ] ] R
regional parks or other recreational facilitieslstlrat
substantial physical deterioration of the facilitguld
occur or be accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require the ] ] ] R
construction or expansion of recreational factitibat
might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project site includes an active solid wastedier station and does not include any recreatioses, facilities
or resources. In addition, no recreational faefitare located within close proximity to the progte.

DiscussIoN

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and re  gional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deteriora tion of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

The project does not include any components thatdvdirectly result in an increased use of
neighborhood/regional parks or recreational faesiin the local area. Therefore, the proposedeptajould not
be expected to increase the use of parks suckubatantial physical deterioration would océuo.impact
would occur.

b) Include recreational facilities or require the ¢~ onstruction or expansion of recreational
facilities that might have an adverse physical effe  ct on the environment?

The project would not include any recreationallites or require the construction or expansiomeaireational
facilities that might have an adverse physicalafts the environment. As described above, theqeeg project
would not be expected to increase the use of régnzd facilities such that substantial physicaledi®ration
would occur andho impact would be expected.




3.17 TRANSPORTATION
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XVII. Transportation. Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or pgli ] [l X [l
addressing the circulation system, including transi
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines ] ] X ]
section 15064.3(b), which pertains to vehicle miles
travelled?

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geametri ] ] ] X

design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] ] ] X

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Senate Bill 743, passed in 2013, required the @aiih Governor’s Office of Planning and ResearcRRpto
develop new CEQA guidelines that address traffitriceunder CEQA. As stated in the Legislation, mpo
adoption of the new guidelines, “automobile deksydescribed solely by level of service or simiteasures of
vehicular capacity or traffic congestion shall betconsidered a significant impact on the enviramrpersuant
to this division, except in locations specificatientified in the guidelines, if any. “OPR proposeadd the
California Natural Resources Agency certified addpted, changes to the CEQA Guidelines that idemghicle
miles traveled (VMT) as the most appropriate mdtrsievaluate a project’s transportation impactghwie
California Natural Resources Agency'’s certificateomd adoption of the changes to the CEQA Guidelines
automobile delay, as measured by “level of servare! other similar metrics, generally no longerstibates a
significant environmental effect under CEQA (PulesBurces Code, § 21099, subd. (b)(3)).

As described in CEQA Guidelines 8 15064.3(b)(19jexts that decrease vehicle miles traveled irptbgect
area compared to existing conditions should beupnes to have a less-than-significant transportatigpact.

Regional access to the project area is provideSitaie Route 20 to the north and State Route 4%tedst. Local
access is provided by McCourtney Road and Wolf MaurRoad. The project site can be accessed framthe
north and the south via McCourtney Road, which eatsmwith Wolf Mountain Road and the project ertean
Vehicles can access State Routes 20 and 49 twthiewia McCourtney Road, State Route 20 to the wias
McCourtney Road and Indian Valley Road, and Statet&®49 to the southeast via McCourtney Road ameeLi
Kiln Road.




DISCUSSION

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or poli cy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

Construction Traffic

Project construction activities would generate nehicle trips on the local roadway network asseciatith
equipment and materials hauling to and from thgeptcite, construction worker transportation td &nom the
site, and the hauling of equipment and materialkivihe project area. Construction related traffauld be
expected to include the use of dump trucks, hagks, and various deliveries of material and egeipim
occurring throughout the construction period. Theigs would represent a minor and temporary ireega
traffic volumes on McCourtney Road and Wolf Mount&oad and other local roads in the project vigirithis
temporary increase in vehicle traffic during thestouction period would not be expected to confkith a
program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing tfmulation system, including transit, roadway, ey and
pedestrian facilities.

Entrance Backups

The County performed traffic counts at the MRT$&bruary 2016 for five consecutive days when theT8R
was open to the public and observed the total numibeshicles using the site each day ranged fr@tté 772.
Although no specific traffic counts were performie®019, the data shows the entrance traffic drrates for
weekends throughout the summer months to be i@@Besehicles per day range (HDR 2020).

Based on 2019 data, nearly 1,100 vehicles usesitdeuring the peak day, which was Sunday, JUROZ9.
During the busiest hour of that day, the total plealir arrival rate was approximately 125 vehiclgss includes
a peak rate of nearly 900 vehicles per day, andvébitles per peak hour for users that cross ttramce scale
(self-haul refuse, green, C&D, commercial, loadotitje peak rate for vehicles at the recycling la@s 93
vehicles per day, with an estimated 13 vehicleshper during the peak hour. The peak rate at thevHifop off
area reached 120 vehicles per day in 2019 (HDR)2020

Based on conservative estimates for interactiorgiat the scales, modeling showed that backupsrtlyrr
extend past the designated queuing areas for betimbound and outbound scales during peak timB&R(H
2020). County staff confirmed this was represewgatif actual conditions. On busy weekend days rtiqudar,
the high number of self-haul vehicles using thdlifgcan sometimes result in backups onto Wolf Mtain
Road and even all the way onto McCourtney roadaos occasions, interfering with traffic flows (HI2R20).

In addition to traffic backups caused by the sirsglale house, the peak traffic model also showkupeacat the
existing PRA unloading area for self-haul vehideg to the limited amount of unloading spaceseaettisting
PRA. Self-haul vehicles in the queue before uniogdit the PRA line up around the east side of R&.mBuring
peak times the queue can interfere with areas wémrenercial refuse vehicles need to cross to ththsside of
the PRA and with traffic trying to get to the gregaste and C&D areas or to the outbound scale.

Based on a review of population projections fronfiti@as, the population of Nevada County was 98212015
and is projected to grow to 100,657 in 2040 (2.6%lt averaging 0.1% growth per year) (Caltrans201




The Caltrans estimates were also compared to toenmeended regional growth projections for poputafiom
the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SAC@Bdse members include El Dorado, Placer,
Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties asagdlhe 22 cities within those counties. SACOG
recommended a population growth rate of 1.28% diynfivam 2010 to 2035 for the 2016 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Stya@®J P/SCS) update (SACOG Board of Directors 2020).
For the 2020 MTP/SCS Update, this was reviseddomenend an average annual population growth rate of
0.95% for 2016 to 2040 (HDR 2020).

The new transfer station and new entrance and facliies are expected to be able to accommodate
estimated 50% increase in use, both in materiasgased and in traffic on site. Using the highegufation
growth estimate discussed above (1.28% annudig)néw facility would run into size limitations jusst under
40 years. If the community grows at a lower grovéte, the facility capacity could be seen as bextgnded to a
longer period of time. Therefore, project implenagiain would be expected to eliminate the vehiclekbas that
can extend onto Wolf Mountain and McCourtney Rdadshe foreseeable future.

Travel Delay

The completed project may attract customers whaamently traveling to more distant facilities dethe
elimination of the long delays that can be expasehat the current facility. These returning cusismwould
increase the vehicle traffic on local roadways asitgy the site including McCourtney Road and Wotfuvitain
Road. In addition, the project has been designed¢ommodate growth in the waste stream withindbal
service area, as described above. As growth iarid occurs, more vehicles would be expected veltta the
site, increasing vehicle trips on these roadwaygelsed vehicle trips have the potential to irsgdeavel delay.
However, with the California Natural Resources Agés certification and adoption of the changeshim CEQA
Guidelines mandated by Senate Bill 743, automat®lay no longer constitutes a significant environtak
effect under CEQA (Pub. Resources Code, § 2109@l. $b)(3)). Therefore, the proposed project wowd
result in significant travel delay impacts on logahdways accessing the site and would not be éghén
conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or polagdressing the circulation system.

Although the number of vehicles accessing theisiexpected to increase in the future consistetit population
growth in the County, this increase in vehiclegnpould not be expected to have an adverse effelcioal
transit service due to the limited service in theal area. Also, the rural roadways in the proyégihity may
include some bicycle and pedestrian use. Howelresgt uses are expected to be limited due to thewnar
shoulders, lack of sidewalks and bicycle lanes,ratatively short site distances along the locadseays. The
project would not include any uses that would aherability for cyclists or pedestrians to useltl roadway
network. The proposed project would not be expetdembnflict with a program, plan, ordinance oripypl
addressing transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestacilities. Therefore, this impact would less than
significant.

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3(b), which pertains to
vehicle miles travelled?

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) applies to lasel and transportation projects that would be argego
increase vehicle miles driven during their operaid-or construction activities, CEQA Guidelinest®m
15064.3(b)(3) allows a qualitative analysis to baducted. The proposed project would result imgpterary




increase in vehicle miles traveled during constoumctiue to worker trips to the site, the delivefyraterials, and
trips generated by construction vehicles on the slbwever, the temporary increase in vehicle rgie@avelled
during construction would not be expected to ineeegehicle miles travelled over the long term.

Following project construction, the facility’'s wadtandling capacity would increase. However, duado
increased operational efficiency of the proposeidifes, substantial vehicle queuing at the sitaulg be reduced
and residents who travel to more distant dispases after experiencing long waits at the exisfangjlity may
return, reducing overall vehicle miles travelececBuse the transfer station is publicly operatsdperations are
limited to accepting waste from County residenthinithe local service area. Therefore, it would dh@w new
customers who are distant from the site. With impoboperational efficiencies, the average vehidlesn
traveled by County residents disposing of theirteagould likely be either unchanged or reduced rétuee, the
proposed project would not be expected to conflidie inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section@408(b).
This impact would béess than significant

C) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometri ¢ design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. , farm equipment)?

The project includes improvements to the site eiggahat are intended to reducing queuing on WaltiMain
Road and McCourtney Road during peak waste deliperypds. The expansion of the site entrance would
include constructing two entrance lanes directst eithe Wolf Mountain Road intersection, whichuhb
substantially increase the on-site queuing capéaityehicles arriving at the site, as discussegponse to
guestion “a” above. The entrance improvement wbel@éxpected to reduce an existing potential ddsigture
hazard. Therefore, there would e impact

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

The project would substantially improve the abitdyqueue waste collection vehicles on the sitendyveak
waste acceptance periods when compared to cuaditions. This change substantially reduces therntial

for vehicle queues to back up onto Wolf MountairmBand McCourtney Road. Vehicles backed up on these
roadways could cause delays for emergency vehadesssing residences in the local area or thegbrsife.
Also, the proposed internal roadway improvementsld/anprove internal circulation on the site, whigbuld
improve the ability for emergency vehicles to asabe entire site. Because the proposed projecidviazu
expected to reduce vehicle backups on the localwag network and would not impair emergency resppns
there would b&o impact.




3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
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XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources. Would the project

Would the project cause a substantial adverse ehiaing
the significance of a tribal cultural resource,ided in
Public Resources Code section 21074 as eithee a sit
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geodcapi
defined in terms of the size and scope of the leaois,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to &f@aia
Native American tribe, and that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the CalifornRegister ] ] ] X
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in Public Resources
Code section 5020.1(k)?

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its ] X ] ]
discretion and supported by substantial evidemce, t
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Tribal cultural resources are defined as sitedufes, places, cultural landscapes, sacred plandspbjects with
cultural value to a California Native American t&ithat are either of the following: 1) includeddetermined to
be eligible for inclusion in the California Regist# Historic Resources (CRHR); or 2) included iloeal register
of historical resources. Tribal cultural resouraes also resources determined by the lead ageecyNevada
County), in its discretion and supported by sulithavidence, to be significant. In making thigetenination,
the lead agency is required to consider the siganifie of the resource to California Native Amerig#res.

The CRHR includes resources listed in or formaéyedmined eligible for listing in the National Reigr of
Historic Places (NRHP). Pursuant to Public Resaif@ede, Section 21084.1, a “project that may cause
substantial adverse change in the significance dfistorical resource is a project that may hasaificant
effect on the environment.” Demolition, replacemesntostantial alteration, and relocation of histguioperties
are actions that would change the significancendfistoric resource (California Code of Regulatiofie 14,
15064.5).

As described above in Section 3.5 — Cultural Resasjithe project area has been previously disturpede
waste management activities that have occurrdukeatite. No evidence of historic buildings, sists,ctures or




objects is present within the project area nor teawepreviously recorded or newly discovered arotwagcal
sites been identified.

DiscussIoN

Would the project cause a substantial adverse chang e in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,

cultural landscape that is geographically defined i n terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural va lue to a California Native American tribe,
and that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Publ ic Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?

The project site does not include any resourcesatiedisted or eligible for listing in the Califia Register of
Historical Resources, or in a local register ofdrisal resources as defined in Public Resourcate@ection
5020.1(k). Any historic resources that may havenl@eviously located within the project area hakely been
destroyed by the development of the site for wasteagement operations.

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) wastacted by HDR on behalf of Nevada County seeking
information from the sacred lands files, which kr&dative American cultural resources, and the naofi@ative
American individuals and groups that would be appate to contact regarding this project. The NAk@lied

with a letter dated June 24, 2020 (NAHC 2020), imok they indicated that the sacred land file has n
information about the presence of Native Americaltucal resources in the immediate project area. [Etter

also provided a list of Native American contact®(gs and individuals) who may have informationaregng

known and recorded sites. Consultation with thewgdadmerican community in accordance with Assentily

(AB) 52 has been conducted by Nevada County staff.

Based on the lack of existing historic resourcad,tae level of previous disturbance within thejgcbarea, the
proposed project is not expected to cause a sulatadverse change in the significance of a Tribaltural
Resource listed or eligible for listing in the Gatnia Register of Historical Resources, or in ealaegister of
historical resources. Therefore, there woulchbémpact.




b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria se t forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the crit  eria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall  consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe?

Based on the prior disturbance of the project agejescribed in response to question a) aboveaeotogical
resources, which may also be considered tribali@lltesources, are not expected to be presetecsite.
However, as discussed under the Cultural Resoimgect analysis section, the proposed project cimojchct
unknown archaeological resources including Nativeefican artifacts and human remains which may, by
extension, also be considered tribal cultural resesiThe disturbance of tribal cultural resources dupngject
construction would be consideregatentially significant impact.

However, compliance with existing federal, State] bbcal laws and regulations, as well as implei#on of
Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2 identified aleder previously unidentified archaeological sisesl
human remains, would protect previously uniderdifd unrecorded tribal cultural resources. Accaligi
implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and GCBwould reduce any impacts to a tribal culturaotace
discovered on the project site as a result of implating the proposed projdotless than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

A +



3.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
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XIX. Utilities and Service Systems. Would the patje

a) Require or result in the relocation or constoucbf ] ] X ]
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, o
telecommunication facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to sethe ] ] X ]
project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry
years?

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater ] ] ] X
treatment provider that serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand, in addition to the
provider’'s existing commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local ] ] ] X
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainmeint
solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management ] ] ] X
and reduction statutes and regulations relatedlio s
waste?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project site is located within the service arethe Nevada Irrigation District (NID). NID opées a network
of six modern water treatment plants in NevadaRader counties and a small seventh plant thaesehe
Smartsville community in the Yuba County foothiliD presently produces about 3 billion gallons, or
approximately 9,000 acre-feet, of treated drinkirader per year (NID 2020).

Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) provides electaovices in Nevada County. Approximately one-halfref
electricity PG&E delivers is a combination of bo#mewable and greenhouse gas-free resources (Mishker
International 2016).

Solid waste generated in the project area is rededt the transfer station and transported to tuéwood
Landfill outside of Reno, Nevada. Recovered maliedee transported to other processing facilitighiwthe
region including the Sacramento Recycling and TearfStation at 8491 Fruitridge Road in Sacramento.

DISCUSSION

a) Require or result in the relocation or construct ion of new or expanded water, wastewater
treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, n atural gas, or telecommunication




facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

The proposed project includes upgrading the utditytems at the project site to accommodate thzopeal
project operations. This Initial Study evaluated impacts that would be expected with construcictivities at
the site specifically in the Air Quality, Hydrologynd Water Quality, and Noise Sections. These nart&in
activities include upgrading the site’s utility s, which may require trenching and excavatidiviies on
the site. These upgrades are not expected to eavgenmental effects that differ from those desed
throughout this Initial Study. Therefore, this inspavould be considerddss than significant

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serv e the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

The proposed project would require the use of wateconstruction and operational purposes inclgdor the
misting system that would be installed in the neariBfer Station, the new fire suppression systeennew wash
down system, and the two new bathrooms at theHite surface impoundment on the site would prowedeer
for the fire suppression system. For other watenadeds, well PW-1 would replace well DW-1, which
historically provided water for the site. The exgad water supply system would be equipped withva ne
domestic water storage tank, pressure tank andchjgite tank. Although the site’s water demandsraot
expected to substantially increase with projectié@megntation, this new system has been designeeéb those
increased demands. Therefore, this impact woultbbeideredess than significant

C) Result in a determination by the wastewater trea  tment provider that serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand, in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

The proposed project would not be expected to anbatly increase the demand for wastewater sesygethe
existing liquids tank farm to which wastewater iiedted was recently expanded. The expanded tankHas the
capacity to store 180,000 gallons of liquid. Théumee of liquid in the tank farm is regularly moniéd and is
pumped from the tanks and trucked to the regiomatewater treatment facility when the tanks nepacity.
Also, the proposed project would not substantimltyease the number of employees at the site rdeamther
activities that would substantially increase thendad for wastewater services. Therefore, there dvbeho
impact.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attai nment of solid waste reduction goals?

Project construction would not be expected to garerolumes of solid waste in excess of similarhed
construction projects. The construction debris geed during project construction would be sorted ecycled
at the transfer station, which would continue ofjiegaduring project construction. Because the qoicsion
debris would not be in excess of similarly-sizedstouction projects, the proposed project wouldgesterate
solid waste in excess of State or local standards excess of the capacity of local infrastructanel would not
otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste otidm goals. Therefore, there would feeimpact.




e) Comply with federal, state, and local management  and reduction statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

Because project construction would not be expetctgginerate volumes of solid waste in excess afagiiyr
sized construction projects, the project wouldmexpected to conflict with any solid waste stgudr
regulations. There would lr® impact.




3.20 WILDFIRE
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XX. Wildfire. Would the project:

If located in or near state responsibility areakands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zomas)ld

the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency respon [l ] [l 4
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other fagtor [l ] X [l

exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose ptoje
occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wigdfi
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

c) Require the installation of associated infrastiice ] ] X ]
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water surce
power lines or other utilities) that may exacerdate
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing
impacts to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks ] ] ] X
including downslope or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The Nevada County Office of Emergency Servicegsponsible for developing and maintaining the Navad
County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan Update (LHMPpéter Morrison 2017). Preparation of the LHMP
included a risk assessment to determine the Caumatytherability to hazards, which influenced theelepment
of goals and mitigation actions. Nevada County isthcorporated communities have a variety of exyst and
procedures established to protect its residentwviaitdrs to plan for, avoid, and respond to a hdzvent
including those associated with floods and wildfird his includes designing and conducting simdlaisaster
response exercises, evaluating emergency staffrigarequirements, creating evacuation strategies,
maintaining the County Emergency Operations CRexC) in a state of readiness (Foster Morrison 2017

The severity of wildland fires is influenced priritaiby vegetation, topography, and weather (temipeea
humidity, and wind). The California Department afréstry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) has devetbadire
hazard severity scale that considers vegetationatt, and slope to evaluate the level of wildfiezard. CAL
FIRE designates three levels of Fire Hazard Sev&dhes (Moderate, High, and Very High) to indictite
severity of fire hazard in a particular geographésaa. Fire hazard zoning is used to indicate botHikelihood
for a fire (e.g., prevalence of fuels) and the po& for damage (e.g., proximity to residencesje project site is
located within a High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (CFARE 2020).




DISCUSSION

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency respon  se plan or emergency evacuation plan?

The project site can be accessed from both thé& aod the south via McCourtney Road and is locdtesittly
adjacent to Nevada County Consolidated Fire DisBiation No. 92 (located at 14811 McCourtney Road)
Vehicles evacuating from the area can access Btaites 20 and 49 to the north via McCourtney R&8sake
Route 20 to the west via McCourtney Road and Inifialtey Road, and State Route 49 to the southeast v
McCourtney Road and Lime Kiln Road. The County ad&rs State Routes 20 and 49 to be primary coudigywi
evacuation routes. Minor arterials and major cofieooutes, such as McCourtney Road, are considered
secondary evacuation routes that supplement theapyievacuation routes and provide egress from loca
neighborhoods and communities (Foster Morrison 2017

The project would substantially improve the abitdyqueue waste collection vehicles on the sitendyseak
waste acceptance periods when compared to cuaditions. This change substantially reduces therntial

for vehicle queues to back up onto Wolf MountairaBand McCourtney Road. Vehicles backed up on these
roadways could cause delays for emergency vehadesssing residences in the local area or coulty del
evacuations. Because the proposed project woudtkfpected to reduce vehicle backups on the locdwag
network and would not impair emergency responsm@rgency evacuation plans, there woultidémpact.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factor s, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to pollutant concentration s from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?

The proposed project would not include any resiglenpermanent occupants. The project includesrehipg
the paved area of the site to accommodate expamasi® management operations. By increasing pavéates
on the site, the project reduces the site’s wildlarterface and the potential for the uncontropdead of a
wildfire. Also, the proposed internal roadway impements would improve internal circulation on tite,avhich
would also improve the ability for emergency vebgcto access the entire site. Finally, by enclosiegnajority
of the waste tipping operations, the project waeldluce the risk of hot loads (i.e., waste loadgainimg burning
materials) causing a wildfire at the site becabsentaterials would be dumped onto a concrete flgitnin the
new transfer station building. The material woutd be exposed to winds that could blow burning deibto the
chaparral vegetation surrounding the site. Alse, $uppression would be conducted within the tearstftion
using heavy equipment and fire extinguishers, asampiate. Therefore, this impact wouldlbss than
significant.

c) Require the installation of associated infrastru cture (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result
in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

The proposed project would not require the indfialteof associated infrastructure that may exaderfee risk or
that may result in temporary or ongoing impactthtenvironment. The project is limited to the d¢andtion of
solid waste infrastructure improvements at an egssolid waste facility. The improvements wouldebgected
to reduce the risk of a fire at the site by impnavthe internal roadway network, which would impgov




emergency vehicle access and would provide greatér areas between project operations and theachel
vegetation surrounding the site. Therefore, thisdat would bdess than significant

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks , including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post -fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

The proposed project does not include any physttahges that would be expected to expose peoghkeuntures
to downslope or downstream flooding or landslidiagja result of runoff, post-fire slope instabjliby drainage
changes. The proposed project is limited to thestantion of solid waste infrastructure improvenseat an
existing solid waste facility. The changes antit#glao the site’s storm drainage facilities areeszted to improve
the management of storm water on the site. Thaxetoere would bao impact.

1 *t



3.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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XXI. Mandatory Findings of Significance.
a) Does the project have the potential to substtyti ] X ] ]

degrade the quality of the environment, substdntial
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species e

a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the number
or restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or
threatened species, or eliminate important examples
of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are indivigua ] ] = ]

c)

limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projectsl de
effects of probable future projects.)

Does the project have environmental effects witht ] X ] ]
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Authority:  Public Resources Code Sections 210888315.

Reference: Government Code Sections 65088.4.

Public Resources Code Sections 21080, 21083.552Hi®eka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City akka(2007)
147 Cal.App.4th 357Protect the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador &Vatgency(2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 1109;
San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v. @ity County of San Francis¢p002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656.

DiscussION

a)

Does the project have the potential to substanti  ally degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining | evels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the number o r restrict the range of an
endangered, rare, or threatened species, or elimina  te important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Based on the information and analysis providethéguestions above, implementation of the proppsaect
would not substantially degrade the quality of éh@ironment. In addition, with implementation oétinitigation
measures identified for biological and culturalo@zes, the proposed project would not substaptialuce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fishwildlife population to drop below self-sustaigilevels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal communiguce the number or restrict the range of raendangered
plants or animals, or eliminate important exampte€alifornia history or prehistory. Based on thdity of the
identified mitigation measures to reduce potentiglacts to less-than-significant levels, the pregogroject’s
impacts would be considerégbks than significant with mitigation incorporated




b) Does the project have impacts that are individua Iy limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means th at the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Implementation of the proposed project would resuless-than-significant environmental impactshwit
implementation of the identified mitigation measuréhe impacts associated with the proposed praject
anticipated to be localized at the project site @odld not be expected to combine with other prisj¢éa cause
cumulatively considerable environmental impactse@ithe limited impacts anticipated with project
implementation, the proposed project would notxgeeted to cause cumulatively considerable impacts.
Therefore, this impact igss than significant

C) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

As discussed in this Initial Study, implementatafrthe proposed project would result in less-thigmificant
environmental impacts with implementation of thenrtified mitigation measures. Therefore, the pregdgsroject
would not be expected to cause substantial adediesets on human beings, either directly or indised his
impact isless than significant with mitigation incorporated

"Hi +,
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